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on gemeTallw aveiladle gubsidies, then almost svery article In iptermational
gomzerse could be coupmzarvailed and messurement of the nat subsidy on any

given product weuld be unmusually difficult. The signatoties to the GATIT

Subsidies Code zoted that “countervailing measuzes [should] nor unjustifiably
izoede internatiocal trade” and that the dbjec:ive pf the €ode was "to reduce
T alimizafe the trade restricting or distorting afifects of pon-tariff
geasures..,.recoguiziag that subsidies ars used by governmeats o piomotse
Izfgrzant nhje;:ives of natiopal pelilcy.”™ If the Uroilted Stices were to
countervall gepeziliv available subsidies, pther countries would very 1ikely
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mst .3, programs.
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“ne ITA has hzd to éafend Its faterpretatiom of specificity 1z two
Tecear appezls befors the U.5. Court of Interndcional Trade. In a 1mEl

decisinz, Carllsle Tire and Rubber Companv, The courz held that two

f

acmalersated depraclartion prograss foT equipment gvailable muder Soyth Korean
rax law ware pot subsidies, dcassuck as the bensefits acrorded unfer these
progrz=s weze not nrefereazial bur were genavally availatle to the whola
busioess commuiity of Sguth RoTea. The :uﬁrt agresc, hewevar, wizh the

Th's & or
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g interpreration of a “bounty or grant” as counoting soms special
corpatstive advantage conferrved oo &n induscTy or groud of indusiries aad not
gvailzbl=s to ail manufacturars asd producess with!s an industry. While the
court fouzd some support in previous case law for its interpretatlon, {z also
agreed with the ITA's suheisslons that ta countervail widely available
subsidias would lead to an absuzd result and cthat Congrass, ie using che .word

"specific” in the act, had mesnt %o limit subsidles to those that are

preferaatial io nazure,
In a2 1935 case, the same ¢ourt esmphatizally rejected a broad mule

that gedezally avatla®le progrzams are oot subsidies. Ir held that an lncoas

tax deduction available to compardes in South Africa for smpiovee tralaing:



