2008 10 No.10,2009 Vol0. 28
% (225 )

M ODERN FINAN CE & ECONOMICS General No. 225

F &K W

( , 300071)

s aE 20 #2290 FARITH T 5 B LA, Mo S AR A BOAE RS AR E b, RO R £ &4 R AR
AR E  AXERT &3k 1995~ 2006 A 5N K ARAH #0455, /A7 T H B 5 vA BAT AL 4, 45 51 R AR 44 52 ) 3F B 2T
B Gy TR TR b, XFLERT bk x5 oF B A, o R E AR B, RET ¥ B
LESSES R T E S

AR RARAE; | B RA; WTO
:F753 DA :1005- 1007(2008) 10- 0088- 05
Abstract: With the trade liberalization progress, South Africa has become one of the most critical Anti- dump
ing users. This paper investigates the anti- dum ping data of South Africafrom 1995 to 2006 and analy zes its charac
ter in respect of country distributions and industry characteristics. T here is no doubt that anti- dumping has became

a new trade protection tool for South Africa. Furthermore, this paper pays close attention to China, in search of the
countermeasure that china could take.
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1 ( ) (1995~ 2006 )
( ) (2006)
457 15. 0% 331 17.1% 1.41% 72. 4%
373 12. 3% 239 12.3% 15.51% 64. 1%
362 11. 9% 231 11.9% 34.27% 63. 8%
219 7. 2% 152 7.8% 0.28% 69. 4%
200 6. 6% 120 6.2% 0.62% 60. 0%
189 6. 2% 71 3.7% 1.13% 37. 6%
142 4. 7% 84 4.3% 2.89% 59. 2%
134 4. 4% 66 3.4% 0.71% 49. 3%
133 4. 4% 2 4.7% 6.39% 69. 2%
109 3. 6% 107 5.5% 1.02% 98. 2%
3044 1941 63. 8%
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2 (1994~ 2004)
0.0% 5.3% 6. 3%
9.1% 4.5% 9. 0%
1.9% 9.8% 6. 4%
9.5% 8.2% 9. 6%
17.7% 6.1% 17.2%
11.3% 10. 4% 10.8%
17.5% 7.1% 9. 1%
25.2% 8.5% 10.2%
11.5% 8.6% 11.2%
17.2% 4.7% 16. 6%
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1995 2006 37. 3% 2004 10. 9,
26, 13%; 19. 2% ,
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11.67%, 54% ,
) 20
(10%), 12 (10%) 3~ 10
3 (1995~ 2006 )
26 20 15 11 10 9 9 8 7 7
13. 00% 10. 00% 7.50% 5.50% 5.00% 4. 50% 4.50% 4. 00% 3. 50% 3.50%
14 12 16 8 5 5 5 3 4 2
11. 67% 10. 00% 13.33% 6.67% 4. 17% 4. 17% 4. 17% 2.50% 3.33% 1.67%
$IB SRR WT O %ot #038
4 (1993~ 2004) (%)
1993 37.3 47.8 9.1 6.8 10.9 16. 6 5.4 13.3 7.9 14.6
2004 10.9 29.1 12.7 4.5 87 6.9 3.8 13.5 6.5 7.2
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5 (1990~ 2006)
1 2006 14 2000 27 1993
2 2005 15 1999 28 1993
3 2005 16 1999 29 1993
4 2005 17 1998 30 1993
5 2005 18 1998 31 1992
6 2005 19 1998 32 1992
7 2004 20 1998 33 1992
8 2003 21 1997 34 1991
9 2003 22 1996 35 1991
10 2003 23 PVC 1996 36 1991
11 2001 24 1996 37 1990
12 2000 25 1995
13 2000 26 1994
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