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MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 8, 1981 

JAMES A. BAKER III 

DENNIS KASS~ 
SUBJECT: Multifiber Arrangement 

The U.S. position with respect to renewal of the MFA is neither 
"free trade" nor "protectionist". 

A primary U.S. objective is to keep one of the President's 
campaign promises: 

"The MFA ••• needs to be strengthened by relating import growth 
from all sources to domestic market growth." 

Strictly speaking, this means a cap on all imports on a 
category-by-category basis, consistent with the level of domestic 
market growth. In addition to being blatantly protectionist, a 
capping provision within the MFA would be rejected outright by the 
exporting countries and therefore has no practical relevance in 
the renewal negotiations. However, there is strong support in 
major importing countries for significant restrictions on growth 
rates for major suppliers, such as Taiwan, Korea, and Hong Kong, 
who have large quotas in import sensitive categories. 

In order to continue the MFA and avoid the real protectionist 
onslaught that would occur in its absence, there will be movement 
toward increased selective import restraint. Such restraint will 
be accomplished not by changes in the MFA, per se, but through 
bilateral agreements negotiated pursuant to the MFA protocol. To 
provide enough flexibility for negotiation of such bilateral 
agreements, we will seek to obtain a renewal protocol 

"that would give further latitude of approach to address 
particular importing country concerns, but also one that 
provides discipline and certainty in order to accomodate 
exporting country concerns". (Position Paper for the GATT 
Textile Committee Meeting beginning July 14, 1981) 

The USTR does not seek to revise the MFA by having it tie import 
growth to market growth, a position that the industry supports and 
believes the President has promised to uphold. . 
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The EC is more hard-hit by imports than the U.S. Although the 
vast U.S • . market absorbs the largest importing country share of 
total textile exports, most EC countries have significantly higher 
import penetration (i.e. import share of total domestic market) • 

. As a result, the EC' s "maximum give" position will be the binding 
constraint on MFA renewal. The exporting countries will have to 
concede more to reach an accomodation with the EC than with the 
U.S. This places the U.S. in an ideal position: all countries 
agree that MFA renewal is essential to maintaining a liberal 
textile trade regime, but renewal will be conditioned on levels of 
import growth that satisfy the EC. Such levels should more than 
satisfy the legitimate concerns of U.S. domestic industry and 
labor. At the same time, the U.S. will be able to play a 
leadership role internationally, in terms of free trade advocacy, 
because it will be pushing the more protectionist EC to accomodate 
the developing country exporters. We are letting the EC carry our 
protectionist baggage along with its own. 

The USTR in July proposed a protocol that was designed to be 
overly "protectionist" in order to evoke a "constructive" 
response from the exporting countries. The "textile caucus" 
labelled it a "weak position" and a "retrenchment from the 
President's position". The textile caucus still seeks 
"globalization" language in the MFA, and concludes its political 
leverage to get it is now at a maximum. As noted earlier, 
however, the exporting countries will reject globalization. If we 
actually want to see the MFA renewed, we will have to deal with 
industry pressures via the bilaterals. 

The main U.S. objective in the ensuing bilaterals will be to 
achieve substantially reduced but positive growth in exports from 
major suppliers (i.e. Taiwan, Korea, Hong Kong) and increased 
market access for other developing countries, particularly those 
in the Caribbean. Our MFA strategy is intended to take account of 
other foreign policy objectives. 

No consideration is being given in the current renewal 
negotiations to the actual growth rates that will apply to each 
textile category for each exporting country. We are trying to 
design a flexible enough protocol to permit the eventual 
achieveme·nt of specific country quota objectives via the bilateral 
negotiating proc·ess. This is the only practical way to gain the 
protection sought by those who endorse globalization. 

The EC delegation is presently unable to agree on a final mandate 
with respect to quota levels. The negotiations may therefore 
break down, resulting in expiration of the MFA on December 31. 
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The PRC is an observer in the .negotiations. Although it has 
expressed interest in the past in joining the GATT and the MFA, it 
is not expcted to do so at this time due to the costs and 
obligations of membership. The PRC now has a bilateral textile 
trade agreement with the U.S. 



INMAN, SOUTH CAROLINA 29349 ·TELEPHONE: 803 / 472-2121 
ESTABLISHr D 1902 

November 27, 1981 
JAMES A . CHAPMAN, JR. 

CHAIRMAN Of· THE BOARD 

ANO 

CHIH' Ell:ECUTIVE OFFICER 

The Honorable Strom Thurmond 
United States Senate 
Senate Office Building 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

Dear Strom: 

Thank you very much for meeting with Ellison McKissick 
and me today. 

We are very, very concerned over the huge surge of 
textile imports into our markets this year. 

For example: 

PRINT CLOTHS: 

January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 

TOTAL 

*For nine months 

CHINESE EXPORTS OF CATEGORY 315 
PRINT CLOTHS EQR NINE MONTHS: - --

ards 
yards UP 72% 

CHINESE EXPORTS OF CATEGORY 320 

1980 

-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-
-0-

522,719 
755,227 

1,677,156 
2,758,985 
1,476,253 
4,043,478 

11,233,818 

1981 

4,778,954 
2,196,052 
9,278,055 
3,409,465 
3,465,709 
3,700,258 
3,284,812 
5,150,753 
7,146,903 

42,410,961* 
56,547,948** 

**Nine months annualized 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 8, 1981 

JAMES A. BAKER III 

DENNIS KASS'()..... 

SUBJECT: Multifiber Arrangement 

The U.S. position with respect to renewal of the MFA is neither 
"free trade" nor "protectionist". 

A primary U.S. objective is to keep one of the President's 
campaign promises: 

"The MFA ••• needs to be strengthened by relating import growth 
from all sources to domestic market growth." 

Strictly speaking, this means a cap on all imports on a 
category-by-category basis, consistent with the level of domestic 
market growth. In addition to being blatantly protectionist, a 
capping provision within the MFA would be rejected outright by the 
exporting countries and therefore has no practical relevance in 
the renewal negotiations. However, there is strong support in 
major importing countries for significant restrictions on growth 
rates for major suppliers, such as Taiwan, Korea, and Hong Kong, 
who have large quotas in import sensitive .categories. · 

In order to continue the MFA and avoid the real protectionist 
onslaught that would occur in its absence, there will be movement 
toward increased selective import restraint. Such restraint will 
be accomplished not by changes in the MFA, per se, but through 
bilateral agreements negotiated pursuant to the MFA protocol. To 
provide enough flexibility for negotiation of such bilateral 
agreements, we will seek to obtain a renewal protocol 

"that would give further latitude of approach to address 
particular importing country concerns, but also one that 
provides discipline and certainty in order to accomodate 
exporting country concerns". (Position Paper for the GATT 
Textile Committee Meeting beginning July 14, 1981) 

\ 1-;he USTR does not seek to revise the MFA by having it tie import 
I growth to mark~growth, a position that the industry supports and 
1 believes the Pres ident has promised to uphold. 

- ~I DECLASSIFIED ~ I cr.t5!'.0 
NL& 7 ~o&~ , .!:.Jz 

!°t , {) J NARA, DATE j b-~ 



- 2 -

The EC is more hard-hit by imports than the U.S. Although the 
vast U.S. market absorbs the largest importing country share of 
total textile exports, most EC countries have significantly higher 
import penetration (i.e. import share of total domestic market). 
As a result, the EC's "maximum give" position will be the binding 
constraint on MFA renewal. The exporting countries will have to 
concede more to reach an accomodation with the EC than with the 
U.S. This places the U.S. in an ideal position: all countries 
agree that MFA renewal is essential to maintaining a liberal 
textile trade regime, but renewal will be conditioned on levels of 
import growth that satisfy the EC. Such levels should more than 
satisfy the legitimate concerns of U.S. domestic industry and 
labor. At the same time, the U.S. will be able to play a 
leadership role internationally, in terms of free trade advocacy, 
because it will be pushing the more protectionist EC to accomodate 
the developing country exporters. · We are letting the EC carry our 
protectionist baggage along with its own. 

The USTR in July proposed a protocol that was designed to be 
overly "protectionist" in orde~ to evoke a "constructive" 
response from the exporting countries. The "textile caucus" 
labelled it a "weak position" and a "retrenchment from the 
President's position". The textile caucus still seeks 
"globalization" language in the MFA, and concludes its political 
leverage to get it is now at a maximum. As noted earlier, 
however, the exporting countries will reject globalization. If we 
actually want to see the MFA renewed, we will have to deal with 
industry pressures via the bilaterals. 

The main U.S. objective in the ensuing bilaterals will be to 
achieve substantially reduced but positive growth in exports from 
major suppliers (i.e. Taiwan, Korea, Hong Kong) and increased 
market access for other developing countries, particularly those 
in the Caribbean. Our MFA strategy is intended to take account of 
other foreign policy objectives. 

No consideration is being given in the current renewal 
negotiations to the actual growth rates that will apply to each 
textile category for each exporting country. We are trying to 
design a flexible enough protocol to permit the eventual 
achievement of specific country quota objectives via the bilateral 
negotiating process. This is the only practical way to gain the 
protection sought by those who endorse globalization. 

The EC delegation is presently unable to agree on a final mandate 
with respect to quota levels. The negotiations may therefore 
break down, resulting in expiration of the MFA on December 31. 
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The PRC is an observer in the negotiations. Although it has 
expressed interest in the past in joining the GATT and the MFA, it 
is not expcted to do so at this time due to the costs and 

.obligations of membership. The PRC now has a bilateral textile 
trade agreement with the U.S • 
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'lb address the textile and apparel industry's roncerns with respect to U.S. 
textile trade p::>licy and procedures, the Administration will: 

(1) Establish clearer criteria for addressing import increases in cate­
gories not presently cx:mtrolled. This will be done to ensure that appro­
priate action regarding market disruption can be taken on a rrore timely 
and predictable basis. 

(2) Imred.iately review non-o:mtrolled categories from najor suppliers which 
rreet the criteria in the attached paragraphs, Where real risk of market dis­
ruption exists, calls will be issued forthwith. 

Steµ:; one and n-.D to be ronpleted within 30 days . 

(3) Consult with industry leaders to reconcile data, clarify problems, and 
identify long-tenn objectives for further action within 90 days. 

Adoption of this Recomnendation would: 

1) Comnit the Administration to achieve a solution for the probleirs addressed 
in Option 1 within 30 days . 

2) Comnit the Administration to consider Option 1 criteria on a trial basis 
in examining irtp:)rts of non-controlled categories from najor suppliers and to 
take action if warranted; such action -would be ccrrpletely ronsistent with 
both dorrestic law and our international obligations. 

3) Focus the initial action on najor suppliers, in order to provide experience 
without the adverse irrpact of issuing calls on over 30 snall I.De's. 

4) Comnit the Administration to work with the industry, clarifying issues of 
roncern and identifying actions which might be taken to address them over both 
the short and long te:rm. 

5) Derouple development of solution in the general trade area from the 
specific CVD case against China. 

Attachment 



ATTACHMENT 

CRITERIA 

CITA will issue calls, which limit imports, on growing low-wage 
suppliers in any product or category when total growth in imports 
in that product or category is more than 30 percent in the most 
recent year ending or the total growth in imports would lead 
to an import to domestic production ratio of 20 percent or more. 
These calls will be made on any growing low-wage supplier when 
imports from any such supplier reach the greater of 1 percent 
of total imports or the minimum consultation level in that product 
or category. 

The Government will issue calls, which limit imports, on growing 
low-wage suppliers in any product or category already import 
impacted, that is, in which imports exceed 20 percent of U.S. pro­
duction in that category. In taking these actions, the Government 
will call all growing low-wage suppliers that have greater than 
the higher of the minimum consultation level or 1 percent of 
total imports in any category. 

With respect to Hong Kong, Taiwan and Korea, E-system calls 
on each supplier will be made on any product or category when 
E's issued in that particular product or category reaches 65 
percent of the Maximum Formula Level (MFL), and in the opinion 
of the Chairman of CITA would exceed the MFL if not called, 
and is in a category with an import to production (I/P) ratio 
of 20 percent er n1cre, or total imports or anticipated total 
imports would increase the IP. 



THE UNITED STATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE 

WASHINGTON 

20506 

December 16, 1983 

~ 
MEMORANDUM TO THE PRES IDEN.T _,( 

FROM: WILLIAM E. BROCK0 

SUBJECT: Your Meeting with Senators Thurmond, Helms, Congressmen Broyhill 
and Campbell on Textiles and Subsequent Cabinet Level Discussions 

In dealing with this issue over the past ten days we reviewed several options. 
By the time of the TPC meeting yesterday these had been reduced to three. 

1) Accept proposals for government action in the textile import program 
developed by industry and the Department of Commerce in return for which the 
industry would not refile their CVD petition. This option poses a serious 
policy/legal problem. The central concern is that the proposals would give 
the Administration no discretion in initiating calls on developing countries 
and that the procedures would be in violation of our international obligations. 
The procedure, if adopted, would require an immediate escalation to over 140 
calls with over 30 LDC's, including most members of the Caribbean Basin Initiative. 

2) Let the CVD case be decided on its merits, while continuing to work with 
the textile industry to resolve the problems they perceive with textile policy 
and procedures. This course has been suggested by Senator Dole, most TPC 
participants and representatives of other industries, importer groups, etc. 
Those who favor this option believe that the integrity of the U.S. government's 
legal procedures would be called into question if the industry withdrew its 
petition on the basis of an agreed action program, as well as that the action 
program proposed would cause more damage to U.S.-China relations than would 
letting the CVD case be decided on its merits. 

Since the second option would not permit us to address the issues raised with 
you by Congressional and industry leaders in a timely manner, and the first 
option could not be accepted on both legal and policy grounds by many TPC members, 
a third option (attached) was developed which now has the concurrence of all TPC 
members as a TPC recommendation. 

This recommendation would commit the Administration to achieving a solution for 
the short-term problems addressed by the industry and congressional leaders 
within 30 days. It would also permit a test of criteria the industry has 
urged the government to use in making calls without violating our international 
obligations and incurring the political repercussions of issuing calls on more 
than 30 LDC's. It further commits the Administration to work with industry, 
during the next 90 days on long-term objectives and solutions. 

Attachment 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASlllNOTON 

October 4, 1982 

Dear Jim: 

You know that I share your OJncern about the unemploym=nt 
and the decrease in production in the textile/apparel 
irrlustry caused by imrorts arrl further exacerbated by the 
recession. As I rrentioned durirxJ our recent discussion 
concerni03 textile industry probl6ns, I have made a can­
mitrrent that was reaffirmed last December by Jim Baker; to 
seek to relate total imrx>rt growth to the rate of growth 
in the danestic market. > 
This year this Administration has concluCled negotiations 
with our three lar9est suppliers that limit the growth in 
quota levels to well below the rate of growth in the 
domestic market for six years. These agreeITents canpare 
favorably with any previously negotiated agre~nents • 

.. 
Although significant progress has been made this year, I 
have instructed all a:Jencies am departrrents which have 
resrx>nsibilities related to the textile program to continue 
their efforts to work vigorously towards that goal. This 
~lies not only for the imrx>rtant ongoing negotiations-­
with the Peq;>les Republic of China, but also in future 
negotiations and implerrentation decisions as well. 

To that er¥l I want to assure you that the United States 
will aJntinue efforts to negotiate a new bilateral agreerrent 
with the Peoples Republic of China independent fran other 
aJnsiderations. 

Sincerely, 

'Ihe Honorable James T. Broyhill 
House of Represent.Cltives 
Washington, D.C. 20515 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASlllNGTON 

October 4, 1982 

Dear Strem: 

You know that I share your ooncem al::o.Jt the 1.n1anployrrent 
and the decrease in frO<luction in the textile/apparel 
industry caused by imp:>rts arrl further exacerbated by the 
recession. As I ~ntioned duri~ our recent discussion 
concernirg textile irrlustry problems, I have rncrle a o::m­
mitrrent that was reaffirmed last Decerrtier by Jim Baker, to 
seek to relate total irni;nrt growth to the rate of growth 
in the danestic market. 

This year this Administration has concluded negotiations 
with our three largest suppliers that limit the growth in 
qtX>ta levels to well below the rate of growth in the 
darestic market for six years. These agreerrents canpare 
favorably with any previously negotiated a:Jreements • .. ~ 
Alt~gh significant progress has been made this year, I 
have instructe) all a:Jencies arx1 departrrents whid1 have 
resp:>nsibilities related to the textile program to continue 
their efforts to work vigoroosly towards that goal. This 
applies not only for the imp:>rtant ongoin:J negotiations 
with the Peoples Republic of China, but also in future 
negotiations and implementation decisions as well. 

To that errl I want to assure you that the United States 
will continue efforts to negotiate a new bilateral agreement 
with the Peq>les Republic of China indeperrlent fran otht~r 
considerations. 

'Ihe Ibnorable Strem Thurnond 
United States Senate 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

Sincerely, 



·-DRAFT LETTER TG: Senator Thurmond (R-South Carolina) 
Senator East (R-North Carolina) 
Senator Heinz (R-Pennsylvania) 
Senator Helms (R-North Carolina) 
Congressman Broyhill (R-North Carolina) 
Congressman Campbell (R-South Carolina) 
Congressman Holland (D-South Carolina) 
Congressman Nichols (D-Alabama) 

You know that I share your concern about the unemployment 

and the decrease in production in the textile/apparel 

industry caused by imports and further exacerbated by the 

recession. As I mentioned during our recent discussion 

concerning textile industry problems, I have made a commitDent 

that was reaffirmed last December by Jim Baker, to seek to 

relate total import growth to the rate of growth in the 

domestic market. 

This year this Administration has concluded negotiations 

with our three largest suppliers that limit the growth in 

quota levels to well below the rate of growth in the domestic .. " 

market for six years. These agreements compare favorably 

with any previously negotiated agreements. 

Although significant progress has been made this year I 

have instructed all agencies and departments which have 

responsibilities related to the textile program to continue 

their efforts to work vigorously towards that goal. This 

applies not only for the important ongoing negotiations with 

the Peoples Republ i c of China, but a l so ir1 fut ure n Ggot-.iat iow; 

and implementation decisions as well. 

To that end I want to assure you that the United States 

will continue e fforts to negotiate a n ew bilateral agreeme nt 

with the Peoples Republic of China indepe ndent from other 

considerations. 

Sincere ly, 
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·- THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 1, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR M. B. OGLESBY nJ 
FROM: ROBERT C. MCFARLANE 1-r 
SUBJECT: Presidential Letter as a Followup to the 

White House Meeting with the Textile 
Industry 

6506 

Attached is a draft letter from the President to Congressional 
attendees at the September 14, White House meeting with the 
textile industry. As requested in your memo of September 18, 
the content of the letter has been cleared by the relevant 
government agencies (~he Departments of State, Conunerce, 
Labor and USTR) . 

f\JSc" boc 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 11, 1981 

Dear Strom: 

In follow up to our recent conversations, I want to emphasize 
the importance that President Reagan attaches to the textile 
import question. In this regard, and in view of the •current 
situation in the domestic market, the President has instructed 
the U.S. negotiators in Geneva to strengthen the U.S. proposal 
presented in Geneva on the renewal of the MFA. 

This Administration will make every effort to satisfactorily 
conclude an MFA that will allow us to relate total import 
growth to the growth in the domestic textile and apparel market. 
The President has authorized me to reaffirm that we shall work 
to achieve that goal. 

The Honorable Strom Thurmond 
United States Senate 
Russell Senate Off ice Building 
Washington, D. C. 20510 

Sincerely, 

r~~z 
James A. Baker, III 
Chief of Staff and 
Assistant to the President 
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December 12, 1983 

Mr. Edwin Meese III 
Counsellor to t0.e President 

Washington, D. c. 20500 

rear Ed, 

THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE 
Washington, O.C. 20230 

I do not think that during this morning's meeting the participants 

gave due consideration to the tmderlying facts of the textile and 

apparel industry. and the import situation that .areso disturbing to 

the dar:testic indust....-.y. There is enclosed a fact :sheet which I think 

outlines the essential elements of most concern to the industry. 

Sincerely, 

"'' 
Secreta.."}' of Commerce 

Enclosure 



FACT SHEET 

o 23 percent import growth in 1983 is the largest growth in any one year 
period since 1976. 

o Since the beginning of this Administration, total imports of textiles 
and apparel have gra ..... n by Ii9.3 percent while total domestic production 
has declined by 1.0 percent. 

o In volume terms, imports have grm-1n from li.9 billion square yards 
equivalent {bsye) to 7.3 bsye. During the same period domestic pro­
duction declined by 300 msye, from 23.3 bsye to 23.0 bsye. 

o The relationship between domestic production and imports of textile and 
apparel is best desc;ibed by the following table: 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Billion Square Yards Equivalent 

%-Change % Change 
1980 - 1981 -1982 1983 83/80 83/82 

Domestic Production 23.3 23.2 21.3 23.0 -0.9 +8.3 

Imports Li. 9 5.8 5.9 7-3 +49.3 +22.8 

-- ...... 
TotaL production of textiles and apparel in 1983~_i.-JiJl Lncrease by about 
8 percent over 1982. Apparel production will increase by 6 percent 
while imports of apparel are expected to increase 15 percent. 

At the beginning of 1981, the ratio of imports to domestic consumption 
for textiles and apparel was 13.3 percent, 24.7 percent for apparel alone 
and 3. l percent for other finished products. With 23 percent import growth 
in 1983, the overall ratio will have increased to 17.6 percent for textiles 
and apparel, 29.7 percent for apparel, and 5.7 percent for other finished -
products. 

Between 1981 and 1983 the annual deficit in textile and apparel trade has 
increased from $3.3 bill ion to $8.4 billion, an increase of 153.4 percent. 

Bi 11 ion Dollars 

x Deficit 

1980 3.9 7.2 3.3 
1981 3.8 8.7 Li. 9 
1982 2.8 9.2 6.3 
1983 2 .11 10.8 8. Ii 

The number of mills producing textiles has declined from about 6,300 
at the end of 1980 to about 5,800 at the end of 1983. The number of 
apparel plants has declined from about 22,000 to about 21 ,000. 
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o From 1981 to 1983 employment in the textile and apparel industry declined 
by 9.6 percent, from 847.7 thousand to 742.0 thousand in the textile mill 
sector and from 1.264 million to 1. 165 million in the apparel sector. 
The three year loss in employment is 202,000. Despite the recovery in 
1983, there were 9,700 fewer employees in the industry at the end of 
November than at the end of November 1982. Unemployment in the mill 
sector is now 9.8 percent, while unemployment in the apparel sector is 
12.5 percent. 

o In a joint study just completed by Milliken and Burlington Industries, in 
67 stores nationwide it was discovered that 60 percent of all men's and 
women's apparel being exhibited in those stores were imported. Executives 
of both corporations believe this trend \·1ill continue unless the 
Administration takes action. 

o Even with continued economic growth in 1984, there is likely to be a down­
turn in the industry. Higher ieve1s of domestic production and the import 
surge have resulted in high inventory levels at both the production and 
retail levels. Industry forecasters are predicting a softer market in 
the second and third quarters of 1984. This could result in lower pro­
duction and employment. 

o At the present time, approximately 14 percent of total imports- of textiles 
and apparel are excluded from the import control program because they are 
from OECD countries that are exempted. Another 51 percent of total imports 
are imported from lm-1-.,.1age countries and are already subject to some form 
of control. The industry's proposals would affect the balance of 35 percent 
of infport trade that does not come from OECD couiftri·es ·-and is not already 
under import restraint. 
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\ THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December 13, 1983 

MEMORANDUM FOR WILLIAM BROCK 
MALCOLM BALDRIDGE 
KENNETH DAM / 
JAMES A. BAKERV 
EDWIN MEESE 
JOHN SVAHN 
CRAIG FULLER 

M. B. OGLESBY, '~ FROM: 

The attached are copies of the documents given to the President 
at the textile meeting today. 



JESSE HELMS 
NORTH CAROL.INA 

WASHINGTON, O .C. 20510 

December 12, 1983 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Mr. President: 

Conditions facing our domestic textile/apparel industry 
are worsening as cheap foreign imports continue to flood into 
this country at record levels. 

The following figures from the American Textile :Manufac­
turers Institute should be noted: 

- the volume of textile/apparel imports increased 23 per 
cent from January through October of this year over the same 
period a year ago. This is the highest ten -month level of im­
ports in history; 

- this past October alone the volume of textile/apparel 
imports was up 45 per cent over October, 1982; producing the 
second highest level of imports ever for one month; 

- since just b~fore you took office (October, 1980 through 
Novembe~ 1983) 400,000 textile/apparel workers have lost their 
jobs; 

- the increase in textile/apparel imports so far this year 
is almost twice what Communist China shipped into this country 
in 1982. In effect, we have added two China's in one year. 

Textile/apparel workers and executives are not unmindful 
of your 1980 pledge to Senator Thurmond to seek to limit the 
growth of textile imports to the growth of the domestic market. 
Yet the rate of growth of textile/apparel imports from 1980 
through this past November is roughly 25 per cent (from 4.9 
billion square yard equivilents i n 1980 to 6. 1 SYE through 
November, 1983). During the same period, the domes tic market h a s 
grown little, if at all. Recently, one of your highest ranking 
textile officials, Mr. Wallace Lenahan, reportedly stated to a 
group in South Carolina that "we do not have a hope in hell of 
limi ting import growth under the current system." The statistics 
certainly prove him correct. 

Accordin gly, I mus t cal l on you to t ake adequate measures , 
however drastic it may be necessary for them to be, to fulfill 
your commitment to _qfficials of this i ndus'.try and their employees. 



The President 
December 12, 1983 
Page two 

For example, Mr. Charles Dunn, Executive Director of 
the North Carolina Textile Manufacturers Association recently 
wrote on behalf of his organization suggesting the following 
actions: 

- reexamine the Multifiber Arrangement (MFA) and the 
various textile bilaterals that have been negotiated under it; 

- enact legislation to limit import growth of the domestic 
market (I am now preparing such legislation, and will solicit 
your and your Administration's full support at the time of its 
introduction and its consideration by the Senate); 

- bring all categories of products under agreement; 

- streamline administrative procedures to ensure prompt 
actions in preventing dumping and other abuses of our trade 
agreements; and 

- require reciprocity of our trading partners. 

I also urge you to consider any other options such as those 
under study by your White House Task Force on Textiles, headed 
by Mr. Lenahan. The time for you to act is growing short, and 
conditions are not expected to improve without your help. 

Roughly 2 million Americans--one of every nine employed 
in manufacturing--including upwards of 300,000 in North Caro­
lina alone, are looking to you for help and support. 

Sincerely, 

JESSE HELMS:sbj 



' CHANGES TO THE U.S. TEXTILE PROGRAM 

TO MEET THE PRESIDENT'S COMMITMENT 

ihe U.S. textile program must be changed if the commitment of 
the President to preserve U.S. jobs and relate import growth to 
domestic market growth is to be met. The changes necessary to 
meet this commitment are: 

20/te 

1. Aggregate limits must be set immediately with low-wage 
exporting countries. These limits must be set at current 
trade levels and should only be permitted to grow each 
year so that overall import growth is at the long-term 
growth rate of the U.S. market (i.e., 1.5 - 2.0%). Such 
limits are consistent with the Multifiber Arrangement 
(MFA) and already exist with several supplying countries. 
Any flexibility should be limited to the minimum called 
for in the MFA. 

2. The Administration should support enactment of 
legislation in the next session of the Congress to amend 
Section 204 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1956. 
The amendment would authorize the President to act to 
prevent disruption of textile markets caused by imports 
whether or not a ~ultilateral agreement governing 
significant trade .in textiles is in effect. 

3. An import licensing system administered by the U.S. 
government must be established to monitor and control 
imports of textiles and apparel into the U.S. from all 
sources. 
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, 4TH DISlRICT. SOUTH CAROLINA 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 

SUBCOMMIITEES: 

PUBLIC ASSISTANCE AND 
UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 

RANKING MINORITY MEMBER 
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WASHINGTON OFFICE: 

ROOM 408 
CANNON HOUSE OFFICE BUILDING 

202-225~030 
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Washington, B.~. 20515 

P.O.BOXH9 

UNION. SOUTH CAROLINA 29379 
803-427-3172 

November 8, 1983 

Honorable James A. Baker III 
Chief of Staff 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

Dear Jim: 

I am writing in reference to Roger Milliken's letter to you of 
November 3. 

Jim, I am deeply concerned about that letter. While some of the 
leaders of the textile/apparel industry may occasionally be 
accused of overstating the proportions of the import crisis, 
Roger Milliken is not one of these. Roger does not yell "wolf". 

As one who expects to be heavily involved in the campaign, even 
beyond chairing the South Carolina effort, I cannot overemphasize 
my political concern about the textile import problem. As repre­
sentative of South Carolina's 4th District -- the textile capital 
of the world -- I cannot overemphasize my concern about the 
economic and human impact on my constituency. 

I think the time has come to take a fresh look at the entire 
textile/apparel import program for, should the recommendations 
of the Lenahan working group be as limited as most people expect 
and should the Commerce Department find negatively on the China 
countervailing duty suit, I think we can expect to run into a 
buzzsaw in the South in 1984. Unfortunately, the President's 
commitment is being viewed as empty political rhetoric in the 
face of skyrocketing ·imports. It can hurt us, and badly. 

I implore you to give this problem some thought and, of course, 
don't hesitate to contact me if I can be of assistance in any way. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Carroll A. Campbell, Jr. 
Member of congress 

CACJr/nm 
Enclosure 
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MILLIKEN 

Roger Milliken 
President 

James A. Baker, III, Esq. 
The White House 
Washington, D. C. 20500 

Dear Jim: 

November 3, 1983 

I 'Was glad to get the letter from Ed Meese dated October 19th 
to me about the textile situation. 

It was received in my office when I was attending a directors' 
meeting of the American Textile Manufacturers Institute where the primary 
subject of conversation was the incredibly adverse impact on the textile 
industry and its future caused by the continuing dramatic increase in 
imports. 

As I wrote· you earlier, we have all year forecasted that this 
was going to be a disaster. year for imports in spite of the fact that officials 
in the Administration told us that the growth in imports that took plac e in the 
early part of the year would not be sustained through the whole year. As 
you now know, the September increase was particularly dramatic and raised 
the total for the year up almost one percentage point from 20 percent in­
crease over 1982 to 20.75 percent year to date. 

What really disturbs us is the fact that your letter that was 
written to me and signed Ed Meese on October 19th was not put into the mail 
in Washington until the 26th of the month. In that letter I was asked to get 
in touch with Wally Lenahan for input about the textile situation before the 
Cabin~~ ~onµaj..ttee met ~n ~at to do about textiles. I did not receive the 
letter urit!fAtwo days ·· afl•l".lt1- Cabinet committee met. Wha'f bappened? Does 
this mean tlii~the Adminiafration places a very low' priority on the ·problem· 
that has caused 140,000 peo'Ple not to have jobs this year that would other­
wise have been available if the President had lived up to his wrj.tten and 
oft-restated commitment to control the rate of growth of imports to the 
rate of the growth of our market? 

On the measurement used, the projected increase for 1983 over 
1982 will be 1.4 billion square yards equivalent, and this means that the 
United States will have lost the opportunity to employ 140,000 people, which 
would have been· the number required to make that equivalent yardage. This 
job displacement is in addition to the some 600,000 American jobs already 
lost to textile/apparel imports. 

Milliken & Company, 234 South Fairview Avenue, P.O. Box 3167, Spartanburg, S.C. 29304 (803) 573·2811 



James A. Baker~ Esq. - 2 - November 3, 1983 

This continuing climb in imports and the projection for the next 
few years signals the demise of · a large section of this great industry with 
all the resulting unemployment. The Board of Directors of the ~erican Tex­
tile Manufacturers Institute at a meeting which was attended by over 
100 people was so distressed that .they moved the attached resolution which 
properly represents their concern. 

"The textile and apparel import statistics announced "' 
today (October 28th) indicate that the U.S. textile and 
apparel industry faces an increase of 1.4 billion square 
yards this year. This level of imports is the equivalent 
of 140,000 American jobs. 

When the impott surge began earlier · this .year, some in the 
Administration said the volume of imported textiles and 
apparel should begin to decline later in the year. We 
warned they would not because we could not see how they 
could decline under the present quota system. 

We regret that we were right, as shown by the record in­
creases for the month of September and thus far in 1983. 

We wonder how many more months of record increases it will 
take before this Administration . becomes convinced that the 
present quota system and other measures for moderating 
import growth simply are not working and must be changed." 

We know the Administration is worried about its relationships 
with China, but people from. our industry and the cotton-growing industry who 
have recently visited China come back full of reports about the smiles from 
the Chinese as to how they outwitted the Americans in trading out the tex­
tile quota. They threatened to reduce their purchases of cotton and grains 
but they point out they will always buy these products wherever they can 
get them cheapest, and it has nothing to do with the reciprocal nature of 
their exports to the United States. 

, "..t;-·M " _ al s o ~8ilii.fv~ ..yqu k.now. we ""are deepl1, gis.t.u.tk~d as an indus-
try_ .about tbliJ'(•ce that'.<!fbiii Pat is aubsidi1ing its textile eX\ports by giving 
40 P.rcent more local currency for . the textile products · which China exports 
to the United States and ~hat, in addition, they have a capital subsidy. 

This is a clear case for the imposition of countervailing duties! 
Yet, the Commerce Department is conducting a public hearing on the matter 
which constitutes a serious delaying action. 

We would l i ke to point out that t his year the number of bales 
of cotton which will be imported into the United States in the form of cloth 
or garments amounts to 1,900,000 equivalent bales of cotton. 
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James A. Baker, III, Esq. - 3 - November 3, 1983 

The most careful studies show that only 400,000 of these bales 
were exported by the U.S. as raw cotton to the countries shipping back cotton­
containing products to the United States. This means that we are importing 
1,500,000 bales of cotton which could have been grown in the United States 
and thus increased the ' domestic cotton:market for the American farmer. 
(There is currently a raw cotton quota of 30,000 bales of upland cotton, yet 
we are now letting these 1,500,000 bales enter disguised as cloth or garments.) . . . 

Beyond this, we are now told by knowledgeable people in the gov­
ernment that in 1984 under the present textile program the growth of square 
yards equivalent coming into our market cannot be held below 15 percent. 
With imports now claiming 40 percent of our apparel market, and growing by 
almost 15 percent a year, .we can see that the number of jobs in the textile/ 
apparel indu•try will •brink by another" 100,000 next year (creating that much 
unemployment or short time), and the country will be faced with a weekly an­
nouncement of ' closed textile mills and garment manufacturing operations. 
I am attaching a chart showing what is happening in imports and what will 
happen if we continue growth of imports at a 15 percent rate. 

The textile/apparel industries will be fighting as hard as they know 
how to increase their quality and their productivity which is already very, 
very high, and some will survive for a few more years. But, I write to point 
out that the loss of another 100,000 jobs in 1984, is going to · exact a very 
severe toll amongst those who are supporters of . Ronald Reagan and Republican 
members of the Congress. It is very difficult for people to understand why the 
President of the United States is not able to live up to his widely-advertised 
commitment to · control the growth of imports to the growth of the American market, 
and I am afraid that this is going to be an adverse impact in the elections 
1 year from today. 

I believe that the only solution to this problem is the adoption of 
a plan of total control of global imports of textile and apparel, and, in the 
interests of American employment, I urge you to make this happen. It will keep 
jobs in an industry that employs more women and minorities, as a percent of its 
total employment, than any other manufacturing industry in the United States-­
and an industry that not only has large employment in the Southeast but is also 
the largest manufact~rilli ~Flayer in New York City, Los Angeles, Miami, and 
has ~~Y*es in the State of Pennsylvania than are employed in the steel 
industry. 

nie· main purpose for my writing is to let you know that there is 
really total dissatisfaction with the way this Administration is handling the 
textile situation. And, I fear that somehow we have failed to make you under­
stand this. 

Honorable Strom Thurmond Sincerely, 
Honorable John H. Heinz 

,....., 
Honorable Jesse A. Helms ( ,." \ ( (j)~/l 
Honorable Mack Mattingly 
Honorable Johrt W. Warner Roger Milliken 
Honorable Alphonse M. D'Amato 
Honorable James T. Broyhill 
Honorable Carroll A. Campbell 
Hono.rable James G. Martin 
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As 
my 

me, 
politic 
thing i 

CONGRESSMAN JAMES T. BROYHILL 

House Of Representatives 

Washington, D. C. 

December 7, 1983 

e James A. Baker, III 
Staff and Assistant to 

e House 
D.C. 20500 

is intended as a personal letter to you because I wanted to 
know that the textile import situation continues to be politicized. 
ample, I have enclosed a copy of a newsrelease recently sent to 
e by the Governor of North Carolina, Jim Hunt. 

ou are aware from previous correspondence and discussions with 
situation is bad and is getting worse. This issue can be 
lly damaging to all those seeking reelection in 1984 if some­
not done -- and done quickly. 

Th is in the Administration's court and I trust that you will 
see to it that what is done is right! To be frank, I am getting very 
frustr ed at the lack of action which I have seen in this area in 
recent onths. 

Pl ase let me know if I can assist you in this endeavor. I will be 
happy o work with you in every way possible. 

JTB:sa 
Enclos re 

T. Broyhill 
of Congress 



S RELEASE from the Governor's Office 
CONTACT: Cary Pearce, Brent Hackney or Lynne Carrison Raleigh, N.C. 27611 (919)733-S612 

JlllFOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
~ , Friday, December 2, 1983 

HUNT ENDORSES TEXTILE ASSOCIATION 
CALL FOR IMPORT LIMITATIONS 

Governor Jim Hunt today endorsed the call of the 

N •• Textile Manufacturers' Association to the state's 

co delegation for drastic action by the federal 

go ernment to limit textile imports. 

"North Carolina is the state hardest hit by the 23 

increase in textile and apparel imports this year," 

"It is costing our state thousands of jobs and 

many small towns and conununities that need industry 

most. 

"While congressional action is certainly needed," 

Hunt, "I do not accept the claim of the U.S. Department 

of that more cannot be done under present law and 

"We need action now," Hunt said. "I urge the President 

to esolve the conflicts within his administration and to 

nd a speedy completion of the required investigations 

hearings in order to protect our industry from unfair 

etition such as slave-level wage rates." 

# # # 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

October 12, 1982 

MEMORANDUM FOR BUD MCFARLANE 

FROM: Jim Cicconi 

SUBJECT: Textile Negotiations with PRC 

We would appreciate it if NSC could review 
the attached draft letter prepared by USTR 
for Jim Baker's signature. Please let me 
know if it has your approval, or if you would 
suggest any changes. 

Thank you. 



raft Reply to August 26 Letter of Senator Strom Thurmond 
to James A. Baker III 

The H norable Strom Thurmond 
Unite States Senate 

,... ,., _ 
' '- ' 

Washi D.C. 20510 

Dear 

Thank 
Chine 
Presi 
the W 

As yo 
con ti 
other 
con cl 
Agree 
posit 
agree 

trom: 

you for both of your letters concerning the important 
e textile negotiations and on textile policy in general. 
ent Reagan addressed these points at the meeting at 
ite House on September 14. 

will recall, the President indicated that we would 
ue to negotiate with the Chinese independent from 
considerations. Just this week the Administration has 
ded the second round of negotiations with the Chinese. 
ent was not reached as a consequence of the firm 
on of U.S. negotiations. Failing a satisfactory 
ent by the end of the year, we will use unilateral 
es to safeguard our market. 

r, the President clearly indicated that the Administration 
would continue to work toward the goal of relating total 
impor s to the rate of growth in the domestic market. 

this information is useful to you and I look forward 
king with you further. 

Sincerely, 

James A. Baker, III 
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Daft Reply to August 26 Letter ~f- S9natqr_Strom Th\lrl'GOnd. 
to James A. Baker III 

The Ho orable Strom Thurmond 
United States Senate 
Washin ton, D.C. 20510 

Thank 
Chines 
Pre aid 
the Wh 

ou for both of your letters oonceming the important 
textile n99otiationa and on textile policy in general. 

nt Reagan addreaaed these point• at the meeting at 
te House on September 14. 

As you will recall, the Preaident in4ioated that we would 
oontin e to Ae90tia~ with the Chinese independent from 
other onsiderations. Juat thia weak the Adminiatra~ion has 
ooncl ed the aeoond round of naqotiationa with the Ghineae. 
Agre nt was not reached as a OOl'l9eq\lanoe of the firm 
poaiti n of u.s. negotiationa. Failing a aatiafaotory 
agre nt by the and of th• year, wa will use unilateral 
meaaur s to safeguard our market. 

Furthe , the President clearly indicated that the Adainiatration 
would ontinue to work toward the goal of relating total 
import to the rate of growth in the 4omeatio market.. 

thi• infoxmation ia uaaf ul to you and I look forward 
ing with you further. 

SinCQ'ely, 

James A. Baker, III 
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OCTOBER 1, 1982 

TO: UNITED TATES TRADE REPRESENTATIVE, OFFICE OF 
ATTN: ABASSADOR PETER MURPHY 

ACTION REQU 
REPLY FOR SIGNATURE OF JAMES A. BAKER ~ 

QU CK TURNAROUND, PLEASE, ALSO, JIM BAKER REQUESTED A 
PE SONALIZED DRAFT, BUT WITHOUT TOO MANY SPECIFIC .FACTS 

DESCRIPTION 

ID: 

MEDIA: 

TO: 

FROM: 

F INCOMING: 

DATED AUGUST 26, 1982 

AMES BAKER 

HE HONORABLE STROM THURMOND 
RESIDENT PRO TEMPORE 
NITED STATES SENATE 
ASHINGTON DC 20510 

SUBJECT: ISCUSSES CURRENT TEXTILE BILATERAL 
EGOTIATIONS WITH MAINLAND CHINA AND URGES 
ROTECTION OF AMERICAN TEXTILE JOBS 

r 

PROMPT ACTIO IS ESSENTIAL -- IF REQUIRED ACTION HAS NOT BEEN 
TAKEN WITHIN 9 WORKING DAYS OF RECEIPT, PLEASE TELEPHONE THE 
UNDERSIGNED T 456-7486. 

RETURN CORRESPONDENCE, WORKSHEET AND COPY OF RESPONSE 
(OR DRAFT) TO: 
AGENCY LIAISO , ROOM 91, THE WHITE HOUSE 

SALLY KELLEY 
DIRECTOR OF AGENCY LIAISON 
PRESIDENTIAL CORRESPONDENCE 

J 
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UNITED STATES SENATE 

~ 26, 1982 

The H norable James A. Baker III 
White House Chief of Staff 
The W ite House 
Washi gton, D.C. 20500 

STROM THURMOND 
SOUTH CAROLINA 

nclosed is a copy of my recent letter to United States 
Trade Representative, Bill Brock, along with two attachments 
conce ning our current textile bilateral negotiations with Mainland 
China, that you will find self-explanatory. 

Presi 
in Am 
enabl 

lease note the letter from Ronald Reagan, when he was a 
ential candidate, stating that textile jobs would remain 
rica. I feel the Administration should initiate efforts to 
the President to meet this commitment. 

dd i tionally, I would appreciate it if you could ensure that 
the S ate Department does not pressure the trade negotiating team 
to i m rove relations with the People's Republic of Chi na at the 
expense of American textile jobs. 

Thank you for your attention to this vitally important matter, 
a nd I look forward to he aring from you at your e arlies t convenience 
on this subject. 

ith kindest regards and best wishes, 

Sincerely, 

ST/t 
Attach ents 



STROM THURMOND 

ilrlft t\Jrtsiheut l,1rn mrmpor.e 
UNITED STATES SENATE 

September 3, 1982 

rable James A. Baker, III 
Staff and Assistant to 
President 

Executi e Office of the President 
The Whi e House 
1600 Pe nsylvania Avenue 
Washing on, D.C. 20500 

Dear 

SOVTH CAROLINA 

attached telegram to U.S. Trade Representative William 
E. Broe further stresses the need to take immediate action 
towards achieving rollbacks in Chinese textile imports. 

Al o enclosed is a recent article taken from The State 
newspap r which graphically illustrates the urgency of this 
situati n. 

I ave just returned from a trip to South Carolina, where 
I obser ed this crisis first-hand. This experience reinforced 
my firm conviction that the decline of the textile industry in 
my Stat , and throughout the Nation, will stop only when 
these n cessary rollbacks are accomplished. 

Th s situa tion can no longer be ignored, and I am 
confide t that the President will not forsake his campaign 
promise to protect the more than 2,000,000 American workers 
in the extile and apparel industry. 

Th nk you for making this matter a priority, and I 
look f o ward to positive results in lifting this burden from 
this vi al sector o f our economy. 

Wi h kindest regards and best wishes, 

ST/xxq 
Enclosures 

Sincerely, ,,,.., 
...j~ -

A· ._r-L.C-1 ... / - -
Strom Thurmond 
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Send tho following moaaago, &ubjoct to tho torms on back horoof, which oro horoby :agrood to 

TO Ambassador William E. Brock 

STREET & NO. 

UNLESS BOX ABOVE IS CHECKED THIS 
MESSAGE Will. BE SENT AS A TELEGRAM 

,. 
CARE OF 
OR APT. NO. 

TELEPHONE 

CITY & STATE 

600 17th Street, N.W. 
Washjn~ton. D.C. 20506 ZIP CODE 

Textile factories continue to close in South Carolina, rendering ___ _ 

thousands jobless. Rollbacks in Chinese textile _ imports are a __ 
necessar~ course of action to prevent further economic devastation 

·- ·- -- -- . -- -·--- ------ ----- -
of this already crippled industry. Failure to secure rollbacks 

will only intensify the crisis nationwide, causing significant _ _ _ 
harm to Dur people and our economy, and possibly negative __ ____ __ __ _ 

repercuspions to the Administration. I urge you to give serious 

consider1tion to this suggestion. 

Strom Th111rmond September 3, 1982 

United S ates Senator 

SENDER'S TEL. NO. 2 0 2 2 2 4 - 5 9 7 2 

WU 1207 CR ~~9) 

NAME & ADDREss 2 0 9 Ru s s e 11 Sen ate 0 f f i c e Bu i 1 d in g 
Washington, D.C. 20510 



THURMOND, S . C., CHAIRMAN 

CHA'ILES 1Jcc.' MATHIA • JR., MD. JOSEPH R. BIDEN. JR., DEL. 
EDWARD M. KENNE"DY . MASS. 
ROBERT C. BYRD. W. VA. 
HOWARD M. METZENBAUM. OHIO 
DENNIS D~CONCINI. ARIZ. 
PATRICK J. LEAHY. VT • 

PAUL L"-XALT, NEV . 
.-QRRIN G.· HATCH. UT" 
ROBERT DOLE. KANS. 
ALAN K. SIMPSON, WY 
.JOHN EAST. N. C . 
CHARLES E. GRASSLEY IOWA MAX BAUCUS. MONT. ~Cni!c&l ,.$£a£cs .$cna£e 
..JEREMIAH DENTON. A 
ARLEN SPECTER. PA. 

HOWELL. HEFLIN. ALA . 

V1 OH DEVAN& LIDE. CMIEi" COUNSCL 
COMM11TEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510 

The H 
Unite 
Off ic 
1800 
Wash1 

Dear 

William E. Brock 
States Trade Representative 
of the U.S. Trade Representative 
Street 

D.C. 20506 

August 25, 1982 

hank you for your response to the Textile Steering Group's 
concerning bilateral negotiations with the People's 

ic of China. 

am pleased to hear that the United States will take a 
stance in these talks; however, I am disturbed that 

ve ruled out the possibility of rollbacks or reductions 
nese textile imports. This policy may lead to further 
es for our domestic textile industry. 

nclosed you will find a copy of a letter from then 
ate for the Presidency, Ronald Reagan, in which he 

commi ted himself to insuring that textile jobs will remain 
in Am rica. I have also enclosed a list, prepared by the South 
Carol ' na Development Board, which details textile plant closings 
in So th Carolina in this year alone, along with the number of 
peopl who lost jobs due to these closings. Obviously, drastic 
actio must be taken to prevent the further deterioration of the 
texti e industry. 

would be most anxious to meet with both you and Chief 
Texti e Negotiator Peter Murphy when he returns from Peking, 
to discuss this matter. 

you for your attention to this problem of the utmost 
impor ance, and I look forward to hearing from you at your 
earliest convenience. 

ith kindest personal regards and best wishes, 

ST/eq 
Enclos res 

Sincerely, 
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South Carolina Textile Plant Closings in 1982. 

The following i 
each plant. 

January: 
Riegel TeX1ile in 
Anderson Hosie 

24V. 
February: 
Price's Apparel! 
Plusa in Jamesto 

(Number of people unemployed by each closing) 

a list of plants which have been closed in 1982 and the number of. employees at 

1

1 

:'.\~illiken's Excelsior in Union, Creek, 50. · . , 
'alhalia. 97. · 175. Memorex DIC tr. Summerville, I 
in Prospenty, r.;ewberry Mills in 1'ewberry, 36. 

30.J. June: 
Thermofil in Laurens. 26. Carl Glass Sportswear in Rock 
Nut and Bolt House in Green· Hill. 'Tl. 

vi!lt, (no figures) . Tru~ Temper in. Baml>crg. 10. 
J .P . Stevens in k ~k Hi!i, ~O. 
Skinner Lumi>er · Manning. 25. 
Alice-Chalmers n Lexington , 

April: July: 
Graniteville's Warren ciivision Firestone Textiles in Bennetts· 

in Warrenville. 51.X!. ville, 130. 
SO. 

K-D Tools in Walt 
Twm Pane Glass 

(no figures). · 
March: 
unena Knitting in 

Dan R1\.'er's v.·oodside division August : 
rboro, 75. in Fountain lnn. SJ. Riegel Textile in Ware Shoals, 
n Greenville, Waliace Manufacturing in Abbe- 050. 

ville. 6. J.P. Stevens in Greer. 320. 
May: Source: State Development 

ane, JSO. General Dynamics in Goose Board 

..--- ---- . 


