
Mary Cox 
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee 
120 Maryland Avenue NE 

,Washington. DC 200()2. 
314-3227 

C()x({~dscc.org 

September 30, 20 II 

Jacqueline B. Caldwell 
FOIA Officer 
Office of the United States Trade Representative 
1724 F Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Pursuant to the Freedom ofInformation Act, 5 U.S.C. §552 et~. ("FOIA"), I am requesting access to 
the following public records from the Office of the United States Trade Representative: 

• Any correspondence, including electronic, to your agency from or on behalf of Congressman Pete 
Hoekstra (January J 993-January 20]1) 

• Any correspondence, including electronic, to your agency from or on behalf of Pete Hoekstra as a 
private citizen (January 20 II-present) 

I ask that you state the specific legal and factual grounds for withholding any documents or portions of 
documents. If possible, please identity each document that falls within the scope of this request but is 
withheld from release, as well. If requested documents are located in, or originated in, another installation 
or bureau, please refer this request or any relevant portion of this request to the appropriate installation or 
bureau. I would like to clarity and reiterate that I am not asking for access to any records that are 
explicitly considered private; rather, I am seeking only those records that are considered to be public 
information under the Freedom of Information Act. 

If the information can be sent through email or digital/electronic format, please send it that way (address 
provided above), particularly if providing the information reduces the time or expense involved. 
Otherwise, please send the information in paper form (mailing address also provided above). 

To help assess my status for copying and mailing fees, please note that I am a representative of a political 
organization, gathering information for research purposes only. Disclosure of this information is likely to 
be in the public interest and is not for commercial activities. I am willing to pay reasonable costs incurred 
in locating and duplicating these materials. Please contact me prior to processing to approve any fees or 
charges incurred in excess of $250. 

Thank you for your cooperation with this request. I am willing to discuss ways to make this request more 
manageable to your office. Please do not hesitate to contact me either via telephone or email. 

Sincerely, 

~ ,k:f5 Or(o 
Mary Cox 



X CUTIVE OFFI E OF THE PRE IDENT 

OFFI OF TH UNIT D STATE TRADE R PRE ENTATIVE 

WA HIN N.D 

October 26,2011 

Ms. Mary Cox 
Democratic Senatorial Campaign Committee 
120 Maryland Avenue, N .E. 
Washington, D.C. 20002 

Dear Ms. Cox: 

This letter is USTR's response to your Freedom of Information Act request for "any 
correspondence, including electronic, to your agency from or on behalf of Congressman 
Pete Hoekstra (January 1993-January 2011); any correspondence, including electronic, to 
your agency from or on behalf of Pete Hoekstra as a private citizen (January 2011-
present)" 

Please be advised that after a reasonable search we have located fifteen (15) documents within 
the scope of your request. Of those, we are releasing fifteen (15) documents in full. 

Inasmuch as this constitutes a complete response to your request, I am closing your file in this 
office. In the event that you are dissatisfied with USTR's determination, you may appeal such a 
denial, within thirty (30) days, in writing to: 

FOIA Appeals Committee 
Office of the United States Trade Representative 
1724 F Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20508 

Both the letter and the envelope should be clearly marked: "Freedom of Information Act 
Appeal". In the event you are dissatisfied with the results of any such appeal, judicial review 
will thereafter be available to you in the United States District Court for the judicial district in 
which you reside or have your principal place of business, or in the District of Columbia, where 
we searched for the records you seek. 
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Should you have any questions, please feel free to contact the FOIA Office at (202) 395-3419. 

Sincerely, 

Associ t 
Case File # 1101254 



EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

The Honorable Peter Hoekstra 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Hoekstra: 

WASHINGTON, D. 20508 

April 29,2010 

I am responding to your letter to Secretary LaHood and myself, co-signed by 55 of your 
colleagues, concerning the cross-border trucking issue. As you know, Mexico imposed duties on 
a wide range of U.S. exports after Congress passed legislation in March 2009 which required the 
tennination of a demonstration program for cross-border trucking with Mexico. 

Your letter notes the devastating impact Mexico's tariffs have had on a number of industries and 
fann sectors. Secretary LaHood and I have heard directly from a number of U.S. fanners and 
finns on the damage these duties inflict on competitive U.S. exports, and the jobs that have been 
put at risk at a time when exports should be leading us on the road to economic recovery. 

As you know, H.R.3288, the "Consolidated Appropriations Act, 2010," included appropriations 
for the Department of Transportation and does not include the spending restrietions which had 
been contained in the March 2009 appropriations legislation. This prior legislation prohibited 
the use of appropriated funds for a cross-border motor carrier demonstration program with 
Mexico. Since H.R. ~288 was signed in December 2009, the United States now has the ability to 
work with the Congress and Mexico to develop a path for resolving our longstanding issues over 
cross-border transportation services. Such a resolution would contribute to the competitiveness 
of our economy and benefit our consumers. It would also, of course, result in Mexico ending its 
retaliation on U.S. goods. 

The Obama Administration is committed to working with you and other members of Congress to 
resolve this dispute in a manner that is consistent with our international obligations and that 
ensures our roads are safe and that all drivers meet our qualifications, 

I also want to explain this Administration's commitment to transparency. While statutory 
restrictions mandated by the Congress prohibited any work on a new demonstration program 
until recently, we have nonetheless consulted extensively. For example, USTR conducts 
monthly briefings through our fonnal private sector advisory system. The trucking issue has 
been discussed in nearly all of those briefings over the past year. In addition, we have met 
directly with finns and fanners that have been adversely impacted by the dispute. USTR and 
DOT have also met with Members of Congress on several occasions, and understand the diverse 
points of view that exist on this issue. Both I and USTR staff are of course available to meet 

. with you and the other signatories of your letter as we move forward on this issue. 

/ 



\lCongtt£)s of tur ZHniteb 
~oufJe of.l\tpt'Wntatil 

f11 
WRaJI)fngtotl, 1llE; 2051{ 

Marc./) 1,20 I.Q' 
/ 

The,Honorable Ray LaH<)od 
Secretary ofTral1spott~lti()n 
Department of Transportation 
1200 New Jersey Avfnue, SE 
Washington. DC 2()590 

Dear Secretary LaHood and Ambassador Kirk: 

Ati1l;l~~sad( 
UrjjJed StilI 
6U01 1 7,11 Sf 
Washingtol 

We are writing to express our concern about the lack of action and transparency by the United States 
Trade Representative Hl1d the Department of Transportatlon to address tariffs imposed by Mexico on 
U:S. agricultural and manufactUring products in response to the removal oftne cross-border trucking 
pilot program. These tariffs have had a devastating impact on our local industries and area 
economies. Therefore, giveh the importance of this matter to our constituents> we urge you to 
immediately impiementa plan oTaction to rectifY this situation. 

A$ you k~ow,Congresst~rminated futHjjng.fbr the cross-border trucking pifotprogrflm with Mexico 
in the P·Y20M Omnibus Appropriations. Act .. The resulting retaliation from MeXICO, incllldIJlg 
import duties on over 90 prQducts, has left farlll(!'rs'ang manufacturers scrambling. These goods have 
faced MexiCa!1 import tariffs hetween 10 and 45 percent fot ahnost a year. 

Over the past 11 months. Administration .offici.alshave repeatedly expressed confidence that a 
resolution to (be current dispute could be found that would fulfill oUr obiigations to M~xjco under the 
North Americafl Free, Trade Agreement. PresidentObama. e>l:pressed ·liis commitment to regolv ing 
the issue to President Calderon during their meeting ihGuadaJajara, Mexico· in August, 2009. 
However, to date, the Administration has not shared any of the principles or theparametets ofa 
proposed plan. Finally, in the FY'2010 Consolidated Appropriations Bill, Congress chose not to 
continue the funding limitation for the pilot ptogntm. 

The current situation is unsustainable and untenable. Our constituents need herp immediately and we 
implore you towork quickly to hnpleme~t a solution that enSures safety and normalizes trade 
between the U.S. and Mexico. Please communicate your plans for a solution so that we are better 
able to understand the Administration's strategy to address this matter and resolve this situation 
permanently. Our constituents need to move forward. 

~~-=---
Rick Lllrsen 



th~M~ M'ikeTbompso~ ~ 

BrianP. BUbray 

A.4v·~r Ruben Hjnojos~ ~ ... 



Jim Cast 

~---

Eddie Bernie 

WaHy Hcrger 

~1r~--. 
Randy Neugehftltt 

-".JA~ 
Walt Minnick 



~~ .... . .. ", 

Steven C; La' .ourdte 

~ . . , . -. 

Mike Ross 

Jerry Moran \ 

WitihlJl1 L. Owens 

.~ 
K~ 7n cGM;ti 
Kev·fu MH::artby 

H()'WllrdCobJe 



--~. /;;::::-~-
Thomns E. Petti 

,\V.··h--_ ,Jo~an 

Cc: 
Susan Kurland, Assistant Secretary. for Inte:i'natiorlal Affairs and Aviation, Department of 
Transportation 
Miriam Saplro. Deputy Ambassador for Europe, Middle East and the Am.ericas 



EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

WASH I NGTON, D.C. 20508 

The Honorable Pete Hoekstra 
U. S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Pete, 

F 

Thank you for your letter regarding the WTO Doha Round and sharing your concerns regarding 
automotive and auto parts trade issues. I know this is an important issue for you, and I 
appreciate the information you provided. I agree with you that it is critical that we include non
tariff barriers (NTBs) as an integral and an equally important component of the Doha Round 
Non-Agricultural Market Access (NAMA) negotiations. As you know, we led the fight for that 
at the WTO Hong Kong Ministerial. We know intend to build upon the progress achieved at the 
Hong Kong Ministerial by tabling detailed negotiating texts and bilateral requests on NTBs by 
spring 2006. 

Your letter notes the need for a "vertical initiative" on NTBs within the NAMA talks that would 
integrate our approach on NTBs with other areas of the negotiations affecting automotive and 
auto parts trade. The Hong Kong Ministerial Declaration recognized that WTO Members are 
developing bilateral, vertical, and horizontal approaches to the NTB negotiations. In January 
2005, the United States tabled a proposal to address NTBs in the auto sector. The senior U.S. 
negotiating team hosted a series of six meetings in Geneva between January and October 2005 to 
which we invited WTO Members expressing interest in addressing NTBs in the automotive 
sector. 

Throughout this process, we have consulted closely with representatives of the U.S. auto industry 
to identify the types ofNTBs they face. We now are working with our industry to determine 
what solutions they are seeking and their target markets. We will continue to work closely with 
industry and strive to integrate its views as we develop the U.S. automotive sector negotiating 
positions. 

The work of the U.S. industry to help build global industry support to address auto NTBs will be 
very helpful to our ability to successfully conclude these negotiations. We welcome U.S. 
industry's organization of the Global Auto Industry Dialogue (GAID), which has met three times 
in Geneva and identified a range ofNTBs that the global industry would like governments to 
address. While the identification of common concerns has been an important step, we encourage 
further efforts by the GAID to broaden the coalition of international industry support for 
addressing NTBs, as well as an indication of how the global automotive industry would like to 
see these NTBs resolved. Such inputs, along with detailed information from our domestic 
industry on its target markets, will be of great value as we work to develop our NTB negotiating 
texts and bilateral requests over the next few months. 



The Honorable Pete Hoekstra 
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As you know, our trade agenda seeks to achieve trade liberalization both multilaterally through 
WTO negotiations and bilaterally through new Free Trade Agreements (FTAs) with countries 
ready and able to enter into agreements with us that meet our stringent requirements for broad 
trade liberalization. The potential FT As that may be launched in 2006 offer another avenue to 
address automotive NTBs, and I hope you will work with us on these important agreements. 

With respect to exchange rates, I am aware of the automotive industry's interest in addressing 
this issue. However, the WTO negotiations do not include this issue. In addition, as you know, 
the Treasury Department leads the effort to address the exchange rate and currency issues you 
raised. I have taken the liberty of sharing your views on the exchange rate and currency issues 
with the Treasury Department. 

Thanks again to you and your colleagues for expressing your views on this vital issue. Please 
stay in touch as we continue to move forward in fulfilling the President's trade agenda. 

Sincerely, 

Rob Portman 
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December 12, 2005 

The Honorable Robert J. Portman 
United States Trade Representative 
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative 
600 171lt Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 

Dear Mr. Ambassador: 

In advance of the upcoming WTO Ministerial in Hong Koni, we write to urge 

P.02 

invigorated efforts as to the objectives and desired outcome of the United States regarding Non
Tariff Barriers (NTBs) in the automobile sector within the context ofthe Non-Agricultural 
Market Access (NAMA) negotiations. In particular, we are writing to express to you the need for 
the Doha Round to result in a clear, positive outcome for the U.S. automotive sector and the need 
for a defined, measurable beneficial result. 

A strong automotive industry is vital to the U.S. economy overall and a critical part of the 
U.S. manufacturing sector. The forthcoming WTO negotiations provide an opportunity for the 
U.S. to take meaningful and concrete action to benefit this critical sector in the ilobal 
marketplace. Specifically, the NAMA negotiations present an important opportunity to seek a 
more level global playing field for U.S. auto and auto parts companies by increasing access to 
foreign markets for U.S. exports of these products. 

As you are well aware, NTBs pose a far greater impediment to market access than tariffs 
for the automotive industry. On previous occasions, we have noted with approval USTR's 
pursuit of a vertical NTB initiative in the automobile sector. We are pleased that USTR has 
taken steps to mobilize this initiative through a series of informal meetings to identify NTBs and 
discuss potential solutions. We aTe also encouraged by language'in Chairman Johannessants 
progress report of the NAMA negotiation" which not only re-affirms, but also expands upon the 
principle that NTBs are an "integrar' and "equally importantJ7 part of the NAMA negotiations. 
While we acknowledge that progress has been made in underscoring the importance of this issue. 
we continue to have a number of concerns regarding the direction in which the current 
negotiations are headed and their possible outcome. 

Based on the Doha progress to date, we see emerging a disturbing trend that is likely to 
further substantial opening of the U.S. auto market to imports, with little change in access for 
U.S. auto and auto parts with our major competitors like Japan and Korea whose respective 
markets remain virtually closed to our products. Further exacerbating this trend is Asia's policy 
of "mercantilist" exchange rate management, particularly the massive intervention by Japan 
stretching back a decade that has acted as a subsidy to its exports and a barrier to U.S. auto 
manufacturers efforts to compete fairly. The U.S. automotive industry views this as the most 
significant NTB and has sought to have this issue addressed within the WTO negotiations. We 
are very disappointed that the Administration has declined to raise currency manipulation within 
(his multilateral context. Failure to act on this issue wi}) result in further job cuts, further plant 

PRINTEO ON RECYCLED ,APtIl 
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closures, and a continuing erosion of the U.S. automotive and broader national manufacturing 
base. 

As to the NTBs that the Administration has agreed to pursue, we have previously noted a 
number of concerns with USTR' s Draft Proposal on Negotiating NTBs, one of which was the 
proposal's lack of an explicit call for a single package of commitments in this area. This issue 
continues to be a major concern. While much ofUSTR's focus to date has been on party 
consensus building and identification ofNTBs - both of which are important and necessary to 
advancing this issue - there has been no indication that USTR has included. or is willing to 
include as part of its strategy. the pursuit of a package ofNTB commitments in the automotive 
sector. 

Another concern is USTR's failure to propose or push fOf parties to specifically link 
progress on NTBs to tariff rate reduction. Trade in the automobile sector is restricted globallY by 
a variety ofNTBs. Experience has demonstrated that the benefits of tariff reduction should be 
linked to progress on NTBs. This is especially true, as in the case of Japan, where tariffs on 
autos and auto parts either are low or duty free. Within the context of the NAMA negotiations 
and the broader Doha Round overall, NTBs appear to be a "back-burner" issue to which parties 
will turn only after ironing out differences in tariff-rate reduction formulas. We believe that such 
a strategy is short sighted and could potentially compromise the U.S. negotiation position on 
NTBs. 

IfNTBs are truly an "integral" and "equally important" part of the NAMA negotiations, 
any agreement on a tariff-rate reduction formula should take into account the impact on 
automobile or auto parts tariffs, and how such reductions may, in tum. shape or influence NTB 
negotiations. NTBs should be considered in tandem with, and not after, tariff'reduction formula 
negotiations have concluded. Specifically, USTR should seek flexible formulas and provide 
assurance that tariff reduction concessions will be balanced against a meaningful NTB package, 
which guarantees that U.S. automotive companies will have access to foreign markets where U.S. 
import penetration as been substantially low, or even declining. 

Another area of concern outside of the NAMA discussions that could negatively impact 
the U.S. auto industry involves Trade Related Investment Measures (TRIl\1s). The WTO TRIlV1s 
agreement is the single most important achievement for the auto sector that emerged from the 
Uruguay Round. We are surprised and troubled to see language in the Ministerial draft that 
allows developing countries to maintain existing TRIMs and to introduce new TRIMs, as we 
have been told throughout this Round that no language re-opening agreements, such as the 
TRIMs agreement, would be permitted. 

During the Hong Kong Ministerial, it is critical that the U.S. takes a position that will 
further advance this important issue and achieve an outcome that is beneficial to the U.S. 
automotive sector. We stand ready to assist you in moving forward on this issue, which will help 
strengthen U.S. auto and auto parts companies by opening markets and leveling the global 
playing field for their products. 



Carl Levin 
United States Senator 

D. DingeU 
Member of Congress 

Sander M. Levin 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

a...4..1~ 
Candice S. Miller 

Me of Congress 

~r.P{ofJ J. Ehlers 
ber of Congress 

~. John C ye t r. :em:orc:: 

Sincerely, 
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04.Jit'-1d 
United States Senator 

Dave Camp 
Member of Congress 

Pete Hoekstra 
Member of Congress 



Thaddeus McCotter 
Member of Congress 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF TH E PRESI DENT 

THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

The Honorable Peter Hoekstra 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 

Dear Congressman Hoekstra: 

WASHINGTON. O~ 20508 

February 18, 2005 

3 

As you know, the Administration has been engaged in an intensive effort to reach an agreement 
with the European Union (EU) to end EU subsidies to Airbus. Given your previous interest in 
this issue, I thought you would appreciate an update on the progress we have made toward 
achieving this goal. 

On January I 1, the United States and the EU reached agreement on the terms for a negotiation 
that would end subsidies for the development and production of large civil aircraft. The EU's 
previous reluctance to commit to this goal was the immediate catalyst for our decision last 
October to terminate the 1992 U.S.-E.U. Agreement on Large Civil Aircraft and to seek 
consultations at the World Trade Organization (WTO). The EU has also agreed that we will use 
the definition of "subsidy" in the WTO Subsidies Agreement as the basis for the disciplines in 
the new agreement. The EU's acceptance of these terms marks the first time in this long
standing dispute that Europe has agreed that the goal of our negotiation should be to end 
subsidies. 

The United States and the EU have set a three-month time line for concluding our negotiations. 
We have also agreed that, during the negotiations, neither side will commit any new government 
support for large civil aircraft (such as the proposed Airbus A350), and each side will refrain 
from taking additional steps in the WTO process. If our efforts to reach an agreement do not 
bear fruit, however, the Administration is prepared to return to the WTO. The Administration is 
committed to eliminating further subsidies to Airbus either through the negotiation of a new 
agreement or through WTO dispute settlement. 

Sincerely, 

1J '\ ~ 
PI), ,d 

RObertu e!lick 
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The Honorable Robert B. Zoellick 
United States Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20508 

Dear Ambassador Zoellick, 

November 18, 2004 

/ 
We write to commend you for your dedication to ensuring that U.S. companies can compete on 

a level playing field. We strongly support your decision to withdraw from the outdated 1992 United 
States-European Union Agreement on Trade in Large Civil Aircraft and your decision to file a trade 
case at the World Trade Organization over continued European government subsidization of its 
commercial aircraft manufacturer, Airbus. 

There is broad, bipartisan support in Congress for your efforts to challenge the massive 
subsidies that European governments have been giving to Airbus for decades. 

As you are well aware, Airbus has received about $15 billion in launch aid, which, ifborrowed 
commercially, would have added $35 billion in additional debt to its books. This subsidy offers a 
significant advantage for Airbus over its sole competitor, U.S. aerospace company Boeing. 

Because launch aid and other subsidies shield Airbus from the full assumption of commercial 
risk, it can pursue more aggressive pricing and financing practices than a non-subsidized competitor 
such as Boeing. 

It is time to put a stop to this anti-competitive behavior. Boeing, the nation's largest exporter of 
manufactured goods, has paid a heavy price: a loss of 20 percentage points of market share in just 
the last five years; significant sales losses due to Airbus' ability to use its subsidized advantage to 
dramatically undercut pricing on airplanes; and the loss of tens of thousands of high-paying 
American manufacturing jobs. " 

\' 
America's aerospace workers deserve a level playing field. Your decision to pursue this course 

of action is based on clear evidence that Airbus has received an unfair advantage, not any outside 
motives, as suggested by your counterparts in Europe. 

The future of a critical American industry hangs in the balance, and we are solidly behind your 
efforts to stop Europe's unfair subsidies. We are determined to see this case through to the end, and 
we look forward to giving you any assistance necessary. 

~ j I.(!U truly yours, 

£1-'5/.0-

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER 
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U.S. Trade Representative Robert Zoellick 
WTO - Airbus Subsidies 

Congressional Letter of Support; Nov. 18,2004 
242 Co-signers (124 Oems, 118 GOP) 

Abercrombie. Neil 
Ackerman, Gary L. 
Aderholt, Robert B. 
Akin. W. Todd 
Alexander, Rodney 
Baca,Joe 
Bachus, Spencer 
Baird, Brian 
Baldwin, Tammy 
Ballenger, Cass 
Bartlett, Roscoe G. 
Beauprez, Bob 
Becerra, Xavier 
Bell, Chris 
Berkley, Shelley 
Berman. Howard L. 
Berry. Marion 
Biggert, Judy 
Bilirakis, Michael 
Bishop. Rob 
Blackburn. Marsha 
Blumenauer, Earl 
Blunt, Roy 
Bonner, Jo 
Bono, Mary 
Boozman, John 
Boswell, Leonard l. 
Boyd, Allen 
Brady, Robert A. 
Brown. Corrine 
Brown, Henry E. Jr. 
Brown, Sherrod 
Brown-Waite, Ginny 
Burns, Max 
Butterfield, G. K. 
Buyer, Steve 
Calvert, Ken 
Camp, Dave 
Capito, Shelley Moore 
Capps, Lois 
Capuano, Michael E. 
Cardin, Benjamin L. 
Carson, Brad 
Chandler, Ben 
Clay, Wm. Lacy 
Clyburn, James E. 
Coble, Howard 
Costello. Jerry F. 
Cramer, Robert E. (Bud) Jr. 
Crane, Philip M. 

Crowley, Joseph 
Culberson, John Abney 
Cunningham. Randy "Duke" 
Davis, Danny K. 
Davis, Jo Ann 
Davis, Lincoln 
Davis, Susan A. 
DeFazio, Peter A. 
Diaz-Balart, Lincoln 
Diaz-Balart. Mario 
Dicks. Norman D. 
Dinge/!. John D. 
Dooley, Calvin M. 
Doolittle, John T. 
Doyle, Michael F. 
Duncan, John J. Jr. 
Dunn, Jennifer 
Ehlers, Vernon J. 
Emanuel, Rahm 
Emerson, Jo Ann 
Engel, Eliot l. 
Eshoo, Anna G. 
Etheridge, Bob 
Evans, Lane 
Everett, Terry 
Farr, Sam 
Fattah,Chaka 
Filner. Bob 
Foley, Mark 
Fossella, Vito 
Franks, Trent 
Frost, Martin 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

OFFICE OF THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPR NTATIVE 

The Honorable Peter Hoekstra 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Hoekstra: 

WASHINGTON,D 20508 

AUG 0 6 2J04 

Thank you for your letter regarding the trade-related priorities of U,S. pork producers and the 
need to open new markets for their products through the U.S.-Central American Free Trade 
Agreement (CAFT A). Please accept my apologies for the delay in my response. 

We achieved significant market access for U.S. pork and agricultural products in this agreement 
and worked closely with the U.S. pork industry throughout the CAFTA negotiations. Prior to 
CAFTA, our Central American partners maintained tariffs of 15 to 47 percent on most pork 
products and had the ability to raise these tariffs to their World Trade Organization bound rates 
of 35 to 60 percent. 

Under CAFT A, tariffs on bacon and some offal products will be eliminated immediately. Tariffs 
on other U.S. pork products will be eliminated within 15 years. Tariff-rate quotas (TRQs) will be 
established for U.S. pork cuts, which will grow 5 percent to 15 percent annually, depending on 
the country. 

The CAFT A parties also agreed to use the science-based disciplines of the WTO Agreement on 
the Application of Sanitary and Phytosanitary (SPS) Measures. An SPS working group will be 
established to expedite resolution of technical issues. We have already begun parallel 
discussions with Central American SPS officials so that unscientific restrictions on imports of 
meat and other products into the CAFT A countries will be eliminated as quickly as possible. 

It may be useful to point out that a number of U.S. farm groups have expressed strong support for 
the CAFT A agreement, including the American Farm Bureau Federation (AFBF). The AFBF 
economic analysis of CAFTA stated that "United States agriculture has much to gain from the 
CAFTA." It also indicated that "the CAFTA will be overall, long-term benefit to American 
agriculture and to the [AFBFJ membership." The AFBF report estimates that U.S. agricultural' 
producers will increase their exports by $1.5 billion as a result of the CAFTA Agreement (with 
inclusion of the Dominican Republic.) 

I look forward to working with you as we prepare to send this agreement to Congress for 
consideration. Please contact me should you wish to discuss this. 

Sincerely, 

9:;:!.~n9 
Assistant U.S. Trade Representative 
for Agricultural Affairs 
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'lLongrrs's of tue 'Qilnitro ~tatcs 
Z11tJil£l1Jlltgton. jBC 2051~ 

I'he Honorable Robert ZoeJljck 
Unlted States Trade Representative 
600 17th Street NorthweSl 
Washington, D C 20508-0002 

Dear Mr Ambassador 

Novemher ) 8. 200::; j 31! 

1\s Membt.TS of Congress hom pork producmg Sl<!lt:S, we support your efforl.c; to open new 
markets for Amencan agricultural products through negotiation of the Central American Fref 
Trade Agreement (CAFTA). However, we arc conccmed that CAFfA nations appeaJ 
reluctant to provide meamngful market access for U.S _ pork export::.: 

On behalf of the pork producers in OUT states, we respectfully urge you to keep in mind two 
priorities as you contmue negotiations 

Fin1., we urge you to m31l1lLlln the U.S. positJon ofrcdllcmg tariffs on pork and pork products 
to zero, as it does with other agricultural commodities. Current bamcrs and quotac; are 
unreasonably high and burdensome to pork t:xports, which totaJed over $].5 billion last year 
While a short phase-m period toward zero tariffs may be acceptable, careful attentJon should 
be paid to obtaining an uninterrupted free exchange oj conmlerciaJ trade 

Second, it is important you press efforts to remove barriers to trade bascd on samta1i0l1 
concerns in USDA-approved facilities. Unlike '-1nually an countries to which the U.S 
exports pork. some CAFTA countries do not accept pork nom these facj}jties. Rather, these 
countries insist on sending therr own inspectors to U.S. pork processing plants. With the 
most comprchenslve and effectIve system of food safety in the world, the USDA Inspection 
and certification of meat proeessmg facilities is beyond question. The pWC{lCe of restricting 
trade based on samtary concerns operates as a non-tariffbamer to trade and_ if left 
unchecked, sets a thrcatemng precedent 

Finally, as YOll know, America's fanners and ranchLTs have traditionally been among the mosl 
vocal supponers of expanding Trade and forging new trade agn:<;;mcnts. However, recent 
Lariff and non-tariff trade barriers have dampened some of their enthusiasm, particularly in 
the case of pork producers. We hope you will cOlmnunicatc to your counterparts that 
resolving the pork probkm will help generate support for these trade a!:,'Teements 

We request your careful consideration ofthlS W'gent maneI 

Sincerely, 

/ 

U 
PP.I".'TED ON RECYClW t'Af'U 

II j 
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TH UNIT D TATE RADE REPR SENTATIVE 

The Honorable Pete Hoekstra 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Hoekstra: 

HIN rON, 0 20508 

2004 

President Bush asked me to respond to your letter urging that the steel safeguard measures be 
eliminated. 

As you know, on December 4, 2003, the President announced his decision to terminate the 
temporary steel tariffs. The President took this action pursuant to his authority under Section 
204 of the Trade Act of 1974, based on the Administration's thorough monitoring and review of 
conditions in the steel sector and the economy overall. He determined that as a result of changed 
economic circumstances, the safeguard measures had achieved their purpose and it was time to 
lift them. 

In the 21 months since the safeguards were imposed, economic conditions have changed 
significantly. Many steelmakers used the breathing room offered by the tariffs to restructure and 
consolidate to make them stronger financially. Several major producers negotiated 
groundbreaking labor contracts with their workers that reduce costs, raise productivity, and 
provide greater flexibility that will enhance their competitiveness. The Pension Benefit 
Guarantee Corporation (PBGC) relieved the high pension costs that burdened a large number of 
steel companies while protecting the pensions of their employees and retirees. The three largest 
pension plans, with total guaranteed benefit underfunding of nearly $6.7 billion, belonged to 
Bethlehem Steel, LTV Corporation, and National Steel. These companies had plants in Illinois, 
Indiana, Maryland, Ohio, Michigan, and Pennsylvania. 

Market conditions have also improved, both domestically and internationally. Domestic prices 
for key products are recovering as world prices rise and the U.S. economy strengthens. In fact, 
prices for flat-rolled products are now higher in other important markets than in the United 
States. While the financial crises in Russia and Southeast Asian countries prompted a surge in 
U.S. steel imports beginning in 1998, recovery is now apparent in these markets. These 
favorable conditions have helped to reduce the share of imports in the U.S. market to the lowest 
level in a decade while boosting exports of U.S. steel mill products to record levels. 

As you may have read, subsequent to the termination of the safeguard, on December 12, the 
International Steel Group became the first U.S. steel company to hold an initial public offering in 
seven years, and the stock rose 26 percent on its first day of trading. In addition, subsequent to 
the termination, Nucor and Weirton Steel of West Virginia announced significant price increases 
on their steel sheet products. 



The Honorable Pete Hoekstra 
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The President and Administration will continue to provide opportunity for the steel industry, 
steelworkers, and steel communities in a number of ways. The Commerce Department will keep 
monitoring steel imports through the steel licensing program. The Administration will continue 
to work with state governments to implement the Heath Coverage Tax Coverage Credit that 
helps displaced steelworkers pay for their health insurance premiums. 

In addition, the Administration is working in the OECD to conclude an agreement that would 
provide tough disciplines for government subsidies in the steel sector. Participating governments 
have reached a consensus on a number of core elements and recently agreed on a schedule of 
work aimed at producing an advanced negotiating text by the spring of 2004. 

Throughout the process of analyzing steel industry issues, the Administration has consulted 
closely with steel producers, steel consumers, and interested Members of Congress, and we will 
continue to do so as we work to ensure that U.S. steel producers have every opportunity to 
compete fairly in a stronger, growing economy. I appreciate hearing your views on this 
important issue. 

Sincerely, 
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Dear Ambassador Zoellick: ~ ~ 
, ':W ~'" 

Enclosed please find a letter signed by RepubliCwan members of the Michiganu.t r ~ 
Congressional Delegati<m urging President George W. Dush to repeal the Section ~ n~ 
steel tariffs imposed on March 5, 2002. 

For the sake of the businesses, workers, and economy in Michigan~ I urge you to 
do whatever you can to ensure these tariffs El'e repealed. 

Sincerely, 

JtJl: ~~~ 
O!~-~llenberg 

Member of Congress 

cc: Mr. John Veroneau, General Counsel 
Ms. Meredith Broadbent, Assistant USTR 
Mr. Matt Niemeyer, Assistant USTR 

PRlNlCOO/~ I\eC\'QJ;O PAPER 
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We arc deeply concerned by oetions of the Royal Thai Government to expropriate innovative 
U.S. pluumaceutlCIII productI. ospociaUy without moaninsfuJ prior consultation with the patent 
bolder, and the announcement earlier this year by the Thai Health Mlnlstry of their intention &0 
conlhmo this pollcy. We arc similarly concerned by the aotiODli of Thailand, Brazil, and other 
COUDtries to pllmlO anti-intellectoa1 property policies in international bodies, such IS at the World 
Health Orpnization, World InteIlect:uaI Property Organization, and the World Trade 
Orpnization. These aotiODll put American jobs and competitiveness at rlsle and may 
compromiMl the health of patients in Thailand and arolmd the globe. We urge you to take a 
stronger stand on thi. important issue. 

The innovative suppliers of medicines invest nu:merous ye&rI and milliODll if not billioDli of 
dollars in time, labor, and effort to research, develop, and produce II drug that meets stringent 
regulatory authority slandards. The aotiom by Thalland and other countries work to undermine 
the proven system of incentives provided by the patent system that promotes the development of 
new IIIld safe d:ru.p. Thailand and others thus risk undermining the health of their own patients 
in the long run. 

We understand WTO rules recognize the rights of countries to consider actions, including 
compulsory licensing, &0 address urgent public health needs on II C<ISO-by-case basis. These 
mica, however, should not be used to allow compulsory Iioenses IS a matter of routine 
government cost-containment budgetary measures or industrial policy &0 promote domestic 
industries - both ofwbicb appear &0 be the case in Thailand. As we hope you would agree, the 
United States ccr1ainly should not be enco1l1'llging foreign governments to seize U.S. intellectual 
property in this way. 

II is critiCIII that the Administratioll continue to work to keep the U.S. economy and our 
innovative industries competitive globally. Actions by Thailand and other countries arc 
undermining inteUectuaI pmperty for pblll11l8CClUticals and other industry sectors and putting U.S. 
jobs at risJc. TheM! actions also damage the beaJtb of patients by moating a disincentive for 
producing necenary illllOvaUvo medicines, ospocially with respect to those medicines needed 
most in developing countries. Allowing compulsory licensing IS standard policy initiative, lIS it 
appears the Thai government is doing, sets a negative precedent and embold_ other 
governmcnts to consider similar actions. 
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Further, we cannot tolerate the actiona of Thailand, Brazil, and other countries, such as India and 
China, to advance anti-intellectual property policies in international organizatioIlll in an effort to 
malte these policies broadly applicablo and to advance tho interest of their domestic industries. 
Sucb policies threaten tho incentivo mechanism of the intellectual property system that is critical 
in promoting new life-saving medicines in the lim place. 

USTR's position in the 2008 National Trade Estimate, that ThaiJand should carefUlly weigh and' 
"addTeSll judiciously the compl6Xities of tho relationship between health and ioteUectual property 
poliey and ••. do so in ways that recognize the role ofintellectual property in tho dcvelopmllllt of 
new drugs, h is a sood first step in ensuring that Thailand and oths' countriClil do not adOpt a 
standard poliey of coropulsory licensing. especially for govermnent cost-containment or 
industrial policy reasons. However, more must be done. Such a disregard for patent rights on 
medicines in Thailand or other countries must be met with. stronger response from the 
Administration. 

We urge USTR and the Administralion to develop II more multi-faceted and conrdinatod strategy 
to combat the global threats to Intellectual property protection for innovative American products, 
such lIS pbarmllCCUtiClib. These threats, especially by "middlo-il\COltlo" countries, are becoming 
more wido-apread and are now being contemplstod for a variety of illllOvative products, 
including medical devicca and patented environmental technologjes. 

Innovative U.S. industries are the very source of American global competitivertCIIIl. Strong 
intellectual property protections are essential to ensuring continued investments in scientific 
discovery, including those that care for tho sick and improve lives globally, and promote 
innovation in the United States, which creates jobs and strengthens our economy. 

Thank you for your efforts and attention to this important and complex issue. We look forward 
to working with you to protect patients and support America's ilUlOVatiOn-bascd economy. 

Sine«cly, 

1~ TO \ 
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June 30, 2006 

~Ol1lftff of tfJt 11tdub 6tatt" 
Ila4fngton. a, 20515 

The Honorable Susan Schwab 
United States Trade Representative 
600 171tJ Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20508 

Dear Ambassador Schwab: 

We are writing to express our strong concerns regarding the U.S.-Korea Free Trade Agreement 
(FTA) and its impact on the U.S. automotive industry. The U.S.-Korea FTA negotiations will be 
one of the most important trade negotiations for the U.S. automotive sector. It is one ofonJy a few 
FTAs the U.S. has negotiated with a major automotive producing and exporting nation, which has 
actively protected its automotive sector with tariff and non-tariff barriers for dec .ades. Given the 
deeply frustrating auto trade history with Korea, we are writing to advise you what we believe 
must be achieved in the negotiations with the Republic of Korea. 

Korea has developed a world-class automotive industry that is currently the worId's fifth largest 
producer and the third largest exporter. Korea has become a global automotive :powerhouse, 
exporting seven out of every ten vehicles it builds. But while Korea takes advar.Jltage of open 
markets for its exports, it maintains the most closed automotive market of any o::tfthe world's 
major auto-producing countries. Import market share in Korea from allover the:: world is less than 
3% compared to 37% foreign import share in the United States. 

Korea employs a wide variety of non-tariff barriers that have been successful at .:keeping Korea 
insulated from import competition from around the world. In an effort to bring down these non
tarlffbarriers, the United States negotiated two bilateral auto agreements (MOU:s) with Korea in 
the 1990s to open Korea's auto market to imports. These agreements looked gocxl on paper, but 
they were unsuccessful in opening the Korean auto market. Given this long, diff:icult, and 
disappointing auto trade relationship with Korea, we strongly believe a US-K~an FT A that 
provides preferential tariffbenefits to Korean auto~'imports must create meaning:ful and sustained 
auto market access into Korea. 

This FTA is the crucial opportunity for the U.S. has to address these auto-trade problems. We 
believe that the U.S. has to undertake a new approach with Korea. Given our hi story of two failed 
auto agreements, Korea must first demonstrate that its market is open by reachir:ag and sustaining 
specific and measurable benchmarks before the U.S. agrees to preferential acces;.s for Korea's 
vehicles by lowering U.S. auto tariffs. A key benchmark would be significant ir:nprovement in 
import market share that is in the range of the OECD average. To make this happen, Korea will 
also need to undertake a comprehensive dismantling of its longstanding auto nO:a1-tariffbarriers. 
We believe strongly that this type of approach is imperative given Korea's hisle> -:ry of one-way 
automotive trade. 

1 



The U.S. auto industry is facing a very difficult period in which the jobs oftcns of thousands of 
hard-working Americans are at risk. It is imperative that a FT A with Korea not harm this 
important U.S. sector and the contributions it makes to the U.S. eco~omy. We are confident that 
U.S. auto manufacturers can compete effectively in an open and fair Korean auto market, and we 
look forward to working with you during this process to achieve a truly open Korean automotive 
market and more balanced automotive trade with Korea. 

Sincerely, 

-

~rO~ iji~~ ~}4. ~

~~r3e . flj;. A-~ 
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The Honorable Rob Portman 
Ambassador 
United States Trade Reprcsemative 
600 17tb Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 

Dear Ambassador Portman, 

March 28,2006 

As you know, UDder the North American Free Trade Agreement (NAFfA), American dry 
bean shippers will be allowed to ~cess the Mexican dry bean IlWket without duty or 
restrictions on January 1, 2008. Recently, ho~er. the Mexioan Government has 
expressed concerns over this provision, and bas stated that they will ask for a special 
consideration in the matter. We urge you to reject any requests from the Mexican 
Government to renegotiate these provisions. 

, 
As you may know, dry beans are a major commodity export to Mexico, and we arc very 
concerned about Mexico'. call to modify this provision within NAPTA. Our home state 
of Michigan is the second largest producer ot dry beans in the United States, ~unting 
for tifl:een percent of the U.S. total. Black beans make up thirty-eight percent of 
Michigan's dry bean production, representing sixty-four percent oftb.e total U.S. 
production and making Michigan the nationallcadcr in black. bean production. Over 
2003 and 2004 alone, black beans yielded S18 million in revenue. 

Permitting Mexico to renegotiate sections ofNAFT A will put the American dry bean 
industry at a clear disadvantage, and could potenti.ally open up the flood&ates for other 
industries to request similar "special considerations." 

NAFT A bas been in effect for nearly ten years IUld we urge you to reject any "special 
consideration" or side "renegotiations'· requests regarding dry beans from the Mexican 
Government. 

Sincerely, 

tl:.18. ;41& 
Candice Miller, M.e. 
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ft4,~ 
Peter Hoekstra, M.C. 

~&(;#,,-
Thaddeus O. McCotter. M.C. 

Y'J. t7J;...-. 
Michael J.~. Schwarz, M.e . 

.ii~ 
Carl LeVin, U. S. Senator 

\ .J 



December 15,2005 

Ambassador Rob Portman 
United States Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20508 

Dear Ambassador Portman: 

We wish to express our concern regarding the potentially negative impact of a 
United States-Thailand Free Trade Agreement (FTA) on pickup truck 
manufacturing employment in Michigan and the United States. For many of us, our 
potential support of the U.S.-Thailand FTA hinges on whether a rollback or phase
out of the current twenty-five percent tariff on imported pickup trucks is included. 

At risk are the ten pickup truck assembly plants in eight states which employ 
approximately 20,000 Americans. Thousands more jobs are dependent on this 
domestically based truck production. These jobs would be jeopardized as a result of 
a U.S.-Thailand FT A that eliminates the U.S. tariff. 

Thailand is already the world's second largest producer of pickup trucks. The 
expected surge in pickup truck imports from Japanese, Korean and Indian 
nameplates in Thailand, in the absence ofa tariff, could swamp the U.S. market, 
displacing domestic pickup truck production and the employees that make them. 
This would be disastrous for U.S. automotive employment, especially at a time 
when the sector can least afford to sustain additional job losses. 

The American automobile industry is a major driver of the United States economy -
leading all U.S. industries in annual research and development spending, directly 
employing over 500,000 highly skilled and efficient workers, supporting the jobs of 
over 7 mil1ion other workers and playing a critical role in reviving the United States 
economy. 



j Once again, we strongly support maintaining the current twenty-five percent pickup 
truck tariff in the U.S.-Thailand FTA. We would appreciate hearing more about 
your strategy to address this critical concern to American industry so that we might 
be better infonned prior to being asked to cast our votes on the U.S.-Thailand FTA. 
Thank you for your consideration of this request. 

Sincerely, 

~?:/r~~~ -~ 

()n.i/ii;·,·~d; ~. 
fMJI,J.~ 

Signers: Rep. Conyers, Rep. Dingell, Rep. Ehlers, Rep. Hoekstra, Rep. Kildee, 
Rep. Kilpatrick, Rep. Levin, Sen. Levin, Rep. Candice Miller, 
Rep. Schwarz, Sen. Stabenow, Rep. Stupak, Rep. Upton 
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December 12, 2005 

The Honorable Robert J. Portman 
United States Trade R.epresentative 
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative 
6OO1"-Street,NW 
W ashiniton, DC 20508 

Dear Mr. Ambassador: 
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In advance of the upcoming WTO MinisteriaJ in Hong Kona.. we write to urae 
invigorated efforts as to the objectives and desired outcome of the United States regarding Non
TariffBarrlers (NTBs) in the automobile sector within the context oCthe Non-Agricultural 
Market Access (NAMA) negotiations. In particular, we arc writing to express to you the need for 
the Doha Round to result in a clear, positive outcome for the U.S. automotive sector and the need 
for a defined, measurable beneficial result. 

A strong automotive industry is vital to the U.S. economy overall and a critical part oCthe 
U.S. manufacturing sector. The forthcoming WTO negotiations provide an opportunity for the 
U.S. to take meaningful and concrete action to benefit this critical sector in the alobal 
marketplace. Specifically. the NAMA negotiations present an important opportunity to iCCk a 
more level global playing field for U.S. auto and auto parts companies by increasing access to 
foreign markets for U.S. expons oftbese products. 

As you are well aware. NTBs pose a far greater impediment to market access than tari ffs 
for the automotive industry. On previous occasions, we have noled wilh approval USTR's 
pursuit of a vertical NTH initiative in the automobile sector. We are pleased that USTR has 
taken steps to mobilize this initiative throuib a series of informal meetings to identify NTBs and 
discuss potential solutions. We are also encouraged by language in Chairman Johannesson's 
progress report of the NAMA negotiation.. which not only rc-atIirms, but also expa.nda upon the 
principle that NTBs arc an "integral" and "equally important" part of the NAMA negotiatioD.s. 
While we acknowledge that progress has been made in undCI'S()Qring the importance of this issue, 
we continue to have a number of concerns regarding the direction in which the current 
negotiations arc beaded and their possible outcome. 

Based on the Doha progress to date, we see emerging a disturbing trend that is likely to 
further substantial opening oCtbe U.S. auto market to impons, with little change in access for 
U.S. auto and auto parts with our major competitors like Japan and Korea whose respective 
markets remain virtually closed to our products. Further exacerbating this trend i. Asia's policy 
of "mercantilist" exchange rate management, particularly the massive intervention by Japan 
stretching back a decade that has acted as a subsidy to its exports and a barrier to U.S. auto 
manufacturers efforts to compete fairly. The U.S. automotive industry views this as the roO§! 
significant NfB and has sought to have this issue addressed within the WTO negotiations. We 
are very disappointed that the Administration has declined to raise cwrency manipulation within 
this multilateral context. Failure to act on this issue will result in further job cuts, further plant 

It) 
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closures, and a continuing erosion of the U.S. automotive and broader national manufacturing 
base. 

As to the NTBs that the Administration has agreed to pursue, we have previously noted a 
number of concerns with USTR' s Draft Proposal on Negotiating NTB., ont of which was the 
proposal's lack of an explicit call for a single package of commitments in this area. This issue 
continues to be a major concern. While much ofUSTR's focus to date bas been on party 
consensus building and identification ofNTBs - both of which arc important and necessary to 
advancing this issue - there has been no indication that USTR bas included. or is willing to 
include as part of its strategy, the pursuit of a package ofNTB commitments in the automotive 
sector. 

Another concern ia USTR's failure to propose or push for panies to SpeCifically link 
progress on NTBs to tariff rate reduction. Trade in the automobile sector is restricted globally by 
a variety ofNTBs. Experience has demonstrated that the bellefits of tariff reduction should be 
linked to progress on NTBa. This is especially true, as in the case of Japan, where tariffs on 
autos and auto parts either are low or duty free. Within the context of the NAMA negotiations 
and the broader Doha Round overall, NfBs appear to be a "back·bumef' issue to which parties 
will tum only after ironing out differences in tariff-rate miuction formulas. We believe that such 
a strategy is short sighted and could potentially compromise the U.S. negotiation position on 
NTBs. 

IfNTBs are truly an "integral" and "equally important" part of the NAMA negotiations, 
any agreement on a tariff-rate reduction formula should take into account the impact on 
automobile or auto parts taritTs, and how such reductions may, in tum. shape or influence NTB 
negotiations. NTBs should be considered in tandem with, and not after, tariffrc::dw::tion formula 
negotiations have concluded. Specifically, USTR should seek flexible formulas and provide 
assurance that tariff reduction concessions will be balanced against a meaningtW NTB package, 
which guarantees that U.S. automotive companies will have access to foreign markets where U.S. 
import penetration as been substantially low. or even declining. 

Another area of concern outside of the NAMA discussions that could negatively impact 
the U.S. auto industry involves Trade Related Investment Measures (TRIMs). The WTO TRIMs 
agreement is the single most important achievement for the auto sector that emerged from the 
Uruguay Round. We are surprised and troubled to sec langua&e in the Ministerial draft that 
allows developing countries to maintain existing TRIMs and to introduce new TRIMs. as we 
have been told throughout this Round that no language Te-opening agreements. such as the 
TRIMs agreement. would be permitted. 

Durin& the Hong Kong Ministerial, it is critical that the U.S. takes a position that will 
further advance th.iS important issue and achieve an outcome that is beneficial to the U.S. 
automotive sector. We stand ready to assist you in moving forward on this issue, which will help 
strengthen U.S. auto and auto parts companies by opening markets and Jeveling the global 
playing field for their products. 



Carl Levin 
United Statea Senator 

Sincerely. 

(J.~. 
J ~ ~~ 

Sandrz M. Levin 
Member of Congress 

• 

~ftf:.AL~ 
Member of Congress 

tL.t.,/zU., 
Candice S. Miller 

Me ofCongrcsa 

JobnC~·· _er of Congress 
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~iSit--·«L 
United States Senator 

Dave Camp 
Member of Congress 

~~~ art Stupak 
Member of Conercss 

Pete Hoekstra 
Member of Congress 



Thaddeus McCotter 
Member of Congress 
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nie Honorable Rob Portman 
U.S. Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20508 

Dear Ambassador Portman: 

November 18, ~E SF UNITED SlAT£$ 
TlU,ut: REPRESENTATIVE 

zms DEC -2 PH ): 28 

We understand that negotiations on the Andean Free Trade Agreement (AFfA) 
have renewed momentum and that movement on this issue may come at any time. We 
are writing to bring your attention to our concerns about the domestic asparagus industry. 

As your staff is fully aware, since the implementation of the Andean Trade 
Preferences Act (ATPA), imports of fresh Peruvian asparagus have increased from 2,800 
metric tons in 1991 to over 55,631 metric tons in 2004. Similarly. imports of frozen 
asparagus have increased from 175 metric tons in 1991 to over 4,000 MT last year. 
These duty-free imports have injured US asparagus growers and decimated much of our 
country's asparagus processing capacity. For example, before A TP A the State of 
Washington had three major processing plants: Chiquita, Del Monte, and Seneca. 
Today, none of those plants remain - they have all moved to Peru. The collapse of the 
processing sector is forcing producers to seJl on the fresh market, competing directly with 
Peruvian fresh imports. 

We remind you that the Andean Trade Preferences Act is not a trade agreement, 
but part of our nation's anti-drug policy. We do not believe the unilateral policies 
extended under A TP A in 1991 should be used as the starting point for the AFT A 
negotiations - the domestic asparagus industry has already suffered tremendously from 
the current one-sided trade arrangement. American asparagus growers are forced to 
compete at a disadvantage, and addressing this unfair trade policy must be a priority. 

We request your strong advocacy of the following conditions in the AFT A talks: 

1. U.s. tariffs on Peruvian fresh asparagus may remain at zero for the period during 
which over 70 percent ofPeruvi~ fresh asparagus is imported into the United 
States (August-January), but between February and July the U.S. tariff on fresh 
asparagus starts at the Most Favored-Nation (MFN) rate and is phased out over 
the longest period possible. 

2. Safeguards are to be included in the agreement such that the MFN rate snaps into 
effect once imports of canned or frozen asparagus exceed the level that was 
imported the year prior to the passage of the Andean Trade Preferences Act. 

These conditions would provide U.S. asparagus producers some relief during their 
largest production times, allowing the industry to continue production in the acreage that 
remains. 

/1 



Thank you for your consideration of our requests. We look forward to continuing 
to work with you to find a solution beneficial to the U.S. asparagus industry. 

/h,1/~ 
OocHastings 
Member of Congress 

Member of Congress 

NonnDicks 
Member of Congress 

Sincerely. 

ItA /!e,1.#< 
Peter Hoekstra 
Member of Congress 

Of"'-"" g,.,) --
Dennis Cardoza ~r-
Member of Congress 

~M:~ Geo;gCMil1 Dave Camp 
Member of Congress Member of Congress 

1&n4~ww. · 
Ri Larsen 
Member of Congress 

~ Cathy M orris 
Member of Congress 

~w~ GTegWaid 
Member of Congress 



ftt.£b-
Member of Congress 
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November 18, 2004 

The Honorable Robert B. Zoellick 
United States Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, N .W. 
Washington. DC 20508 

Dear Ambassador Zoellick, 

/ 
We write to commend you for your dedication to ensuring that U.S. companies can compete on 

a level playing field. We strongly support your decision to withdraw from the outdated. 1992 United 
States-European Union Agreement on Trade in Large Civil Aircraft and your decision to file a trade 
case at the World Trade Organization over continued European government subsidization ofits 
commercial aircraft manufacturer, Airbus. 

There is broad, bipartisan support in Congress for your efforts to challenge the massive 
subsidies that European governments have been giving to Airbus for decades. 

As you are well aware, Airbus has received about $15 billion in launch aid, which, ifborrowed 
commercially, would have added $35 billion in additional debt to its books. This subsidy offers a 
significant advantage for Airbus over its sole competitor, U.S. aerospace company Boeing. 

Because launch aid and other subsidies shield Airbus from the full assumption of commercial 
risk, it can pursue more aggressive pricing and financing practices than a non-subsidized competitor 
such as Boeing. 

It is time to put a stop to this anti-competitive behavior. Boeing, the nation's largest exporter of 
manufactured goods, has paid a heavy price: a loss of 20 percentage points of market share in just 
the last five years; significant sales losses due to Airbus' ability to use its subsidized advantage to 
dramatically undercut pricing on airplanes; and the Joss of tens of thousands ofhigh-paying 
American manufacturing jobs. 

America's aerospace workers deserve a level playing field. Your decision to pursue this course 
of action is based on clear evidence that Airbus has received an unfair advantage, not any outside 
motives, as suggested by your counterparts in Europe. 

The future of a critical American industry hangs in the balance, and we are solidly behind your 
efforts to stop Europe's unfair subsidies. Weare determined to see this case through to the end, and 
we look forward to giving you any assistance necessary. 

jrJ .5 ~ truly yourn, 

t:i'f~ 

~fL 
PRItOHD ON RECYClED PAP!R 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

WASHINGTON, D. 20508 

The Honorable Pete Hoekstra 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Hoekstra: 

') 7 L 

Thank you for your letter of April 10,2003, concerning U.S. efforts to comply with the World 
Trade Organization (WTO) ruling dealing with the Extraterritorial Income Exclusion Act of 2000 
(ETI Act). I appreciate your support for compliance with this ruling, and I understand your 
desire to do so in a manner that also assists U.S. manufactures. 

Secretary Snow and I look forward to continuing to work with you and your colleagues to 
comply with this ruling in a way that best serves U.S. economic interests. 

Thank you for your views on this important matter. 

Sincerely, 

Robert B. Zoellick 
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The Honorable Robert B. Zoellick 
Office of the U.S. Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, N. W. 
Washington. D.C. 20508 

Dear Ambassador Zoellick: 

April 10. 2003 

n0~i('\ 
~, t I 

I U . , 

, 
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Weare writing to you regarding efforts of the United States to comply with the World 
Trade Organization (WTO) ruling dealing with the Extraterritorial Income Exclusion (ETl) rules 
adopted by the Llnited States in 2000. We support the commitment of the President and the 
Administration to comply with the WTO ruling. Nevertheless, we are very concerned about the 
manner in which compliance to the current WTO decision is achieved. 

We believe that any legislative solution to the current WTO dispute should embody the 
following principles. First, the central focus of any bill should be to address the WTO decision. 
Extraneous and divisive issues not addressing the question of compliance should not be a part of 
the bill. Second. any legislative solution should provide appropriate transition relief. Third. and 
most importantly, every penny of the cost of repeal a/the ETI rules should redound to the benefit 
of domestic manufacturers. The converse is also true, and we hope that you would oppose any 
proposal that might have the effect of encouraging employers to move overseas. 

According to a recent PriceWaterhouseCoopers study, ro~ghly 3.5 million jobs are' 
attributable to exports that benefit from ETl. As you well know, repeal of the BTl rules, taken 
alone, represents a tax increase 'Of over $50 billion over the next ten years on our nation's 
manufacturing base. 1bis includes not just large companies but many small and medium-sized 
manufacturers who directly benefit from ETI and thousands more who indirectly benefit as 
suppliers to larger firms. The United States has already lost approximately two million 
manufacturing jobs in the last two years. Our country cannot afford to lose any more of these 
vitaljobs. especially as we are engaged in military 'conflicts overseas. 

As you continue to work this year with Congress and the European Community to bring 
the United States into compliance with the WTO ruling on ETl, we would respectfully ask that 
you carefully consider a111egislative proposals that may be advanced and that you not commit 
prematurely to any partiCUlar approach. Most importantly. we ask that you give particular regard 
to those proposals that assist domestic manufacturers. 

Thank you for your assistance in this vitally important issue. We, the undersigned 
Members of Congress are anxious to receive your reply. 

Respectfully, 

D~~~.M~o \jlLf1a~. 
Hon. Donald A Manzullo Hon. Phili M. Crane 

PRINTED ON RECVCLED PAPER 
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EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 

THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20508 

The Honorable Peter Hoekstra 
u.s. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Hoekstra: 

AUG 20 2001 

Thank you for your cosigned letter of July 23 opposing the Generalized System of Preferences 
(GSP) petition filed by Turkey's Aegean Fresh Fruit and Vegetable Exporters' Union. The 
petition requests that cherries in brine (HTS 0812.1 0.00) be designated as an eligible product to 
receive GSP duty-free treatment. 

An identical petition was submitted in the 1997 Annual GSP Product Review. While the 1997 
petition was accepted for formal review, the request to designate cherries in brine ultimately was 
denied. We now must determine whether to grant the petitioner an opportunity for another 
formal review. Since three years have passed since the denial ofthe last request, the GSP statute 
does not bar the initiation of the review process. On the other hand, to grant a review is 
discretionary. 

Italy and Greece currently are the major sources of imported cherries in brine, with small 
amounts entering from Turkey and El Salvador. Duty-free treatment is accorded to cherries in 
brine under the North American Free Trade Agreement, the Caribbean Basin Initiative, the Israel 
Free Trade Agreement, the African Growth and Opportunity Act, and the Andean Trade 
Preferences Act. Duty-free treatment also has been accorded to the least developed beneficiary 
countries of the GSP program. 

The inter-agency Trade Policy Staff Committee is developing its recommendations on the 
petitions received in the 2001 Annual GSP Product Review. The Committee will submit its 
views to me in the next few weeks. 

You make some important arguments in your letter, and I will consider them carefully when 
determining whether or not to accept the cherry petition for formal review. I appreciate your 
writing to me about your concerns regarding the domestic cherry industry and look forward to 
working with you on our country's many international trade issues. 

Sincerely, 

}~L 
Robert B. Zoellick 
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Robert B. Zoellick 
United States Trade Representative 
600 17th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20506 

Dear Ambassador Zoellick: 

July 23,2001 

On behalf of the U.S. sweet cherry industry we urge you to reject the Republic of Turkey's 
request to review the Generalized System of Preferences (GSP) petition filed by the Turkish fruit 
exporters union requesting GSP duty-free access to the U.S. market for "cherries in brine" (H.S. 
0812.10.00). 

Like many processed fruit sectors in the United States, the U.S. brined cherry sector faces serious 
financial circumstances that include flat demand for booed cherries in the U.S. market, a growing 
supply of fresh sweet cherries, and increasing competition from low-priced imports. Last year, 
U.S. imports of booed cherries reached a record high level and U.S. growers received some of 
the lowest prices in nearly a decade for their cherries sold to the brine market. Because the 
market for booed cherries is extremely price sensitive, GSP duty-free treatment for brined 
cherries from Turkey and other GSP- producer countries will result in an increased supply of 
low-priced brined cherries and substantial additional losses for U.S. growers and processors. 

Booed cherries are the principal processed outlet for U.S. sweet cherries. Approximately 30 
percent of the annual sweet cherry crop is processed into brined cherries. Some 90 percent of 
that production is sold in the U.S. market. 

It is clear from the GSP petition that Turkey will target the U.S. market for its brined cherry 
production if the current 13.4 cents per kilogram U.S. duty is removed. There is concern too that 
Turkey will increase its production ofbrined cherries over current levels. If Turkey's petition on 
brined cherries is accepted by the GSP Subcommittee for review and as a result of that review 
GSP treatment is granted for brined cherries, the GSP duty-free access for brined cherries will 
apply to all GSP beneficiary countries (Le., Bulgaria, Hungary, Chile), not just Turkey. 

Because the brined market is a critical outlet for some 30 percent of the total U.S. sweet cherry 
crop and accounts for nearly all of the sweet cherry production in Michigan, losses incurred in 
the booed cherry sector will have long-term consequences for the entire U.S. sweet cherry 
industry. 
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Tn light of the above circumstances, we urge you to recognize the import-sensitivity ofthe U.S. 
brined cherry industry without requiring the industry to participate in a full GSP review. We 
therefore ask that the pending GSP petition requesting duty-free treatment for brined cherries 
(H.S. 0812.10.00) be denied for review. 

cc: The Honorable Ann E. Veneman 

.J 
Dave Camp 

.,j Vernon Ehlers 
\j Doc Hastings 
,JPeter Hoekstra 
.Jc. L. "Butch" Otter 

.J Mike Rogers 
,JMichael Simpson 
'Nick Smith 
J Greg Walde)} 

Sincerely. 

Michigan 
Michigan 
Washington 
Michigan 
Idaho 
Michigan 
Idaho 
Michigan 
Oregon 
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