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pertaining to the cost of manufacturing
plus SG&A as reported in the Bulletin.

For a complete discussion of the
Department’s selection of surrogate
values and copies of source documents
relating to their valuation, see the
Department’s ‘‘Surrogate Values
Memorandum’’ dated August 31, 2001,
and NFC’s Initial Submission of
Surrogate Value Information,’’ dated
August 17, 2001.

Preliminary Results of the Review

We preliminarily determine the
weighted average dumping margin for
Zhenxing for the period August 1, 1999
through July 31, 2000 to be 54.50
percent.

Public Comment

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.224(b), the
Department will disclose to parties to
the proceeding any calculations
performed in connection with these
preliminary results within five days
after the date of publication of this
notice. Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.309,
interested parties may submit written
comments in response to these
preliminary results. Normally, case
briefs are to be submitted within 30
days after the date of publication of this
notice, and rebuttal briefs, limited to
arguments raised in case briefs, are to be
submitted no later than five days after
the time limit for filing case briefs.
However, for purposes of this review,
the Department will notify parties of the
schedule for submission of these briefs.
Parties who submit arguments in this
proceeding are requested to submit with
the argument: (1) A statement of the
issues, and (2) a brief summary of the
argument. Case and rebuttal briefs must
be served on interested parties in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.303(f).

Also, pursuant to 19 CFR 351.310,
within 30 days of the date of publication
of this notice, interested parties may
request a public hearing on arguments
to be raised in the case and rebuttal
briefs. Unless the Secretary specifies
otherwise, the hearing, if requested, will
be held two days after the date for
submission of rebuttal briefs.
Representatives of parties to the
proceeding may request disclosure of
proprietary information under
administrative protective order no later
than ten days after the representative’s
client or employer becomes a party to
the proceeding, but in no event later
than the date case briefs are due. The
Department will publish the final
results of this administrative review,
including the results of its analysis of
issues raised in any case or rebuttal
brief.

Duty Assessments and Cash Deposit
Requirements

The Department shall determine, and
the Customs Service shall assess,
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries. Upon completion of this review,
the Department will issue appraisement
instructions directly to the Customs
Service. Furthermore, the following
deposit rates will be effective with
respect to all shipments of sulfanilic
acid from the PRC entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the publication
date of the final results of this review,
as provided for by section 751(a)(2)(C)
of the Act: (1) The cash deposit rate for
the reviewed company listed above will
be the rate for that firm established in
the final results of this review; (2) for
companies previously found to be
entitled to a separate rate and for which
no review was requested, the cash
deposit rate will be the rate established
in the most recent review of that
company; (3) for all other PRC exporters
of subject merchandise, the cash deposit
rate will be the PRC-wide rate of 85.20
percent; and (4) the cash deposit rate for
non-PRC exporters of subject
merchandise from the PRC will be the
rate applicable to the PRC supplier of
that exporter. These deposit
requirements, when imposed, shall
remain in effect until publication of the
final results of the next administrative
review.

Notification of Interested Parties

This notice serves as a preliminary
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under section
351.402(f)(2) of the Department’s
regulations to file a certificate regarding
the reimbursement of antidumping
duties prior to liquidation of the
relevant entries during this review
period. Failure to comply with this
requirement could result in the
Secretary’s presumption that
reimbursement of antidumping duties
occurred and the subsequent assessment
of double antidumping duties.

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with sections
751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: August 31, 2001.

Bernard T. Carreau,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 01–22652 Filed 9–7–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: On May 9, 2001, the
Department of Commerce published in
the Federal Register the preliminary
results of the administrative reviews of
the countervailing duty orders on pure
magnesium and alloy magnesium from
Canada for the period January 1, 1999
through December 31, 1999. We
received no comments on the
preliminary results of these reviews.
The Department has now completed
these reviews in accordance with
section 751(a) of the Act. The final
results do not differ from the
preliminary results of these reviews. For
information on the net subsidy rate of
the reviewed company, as well as for all
non-reviewed companies, see the Final
Results of Reviews section of this
notice. We will instruct the Customs
Service to assess countervailing duties
accordingly.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 10, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sally Hastings or Craig Matney, AD/
CVD Enforcement, Office 1, Group I,
Import Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230; telephone (202) 482–3464 or
(202) 482–1778, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Applicable Statute and Regulations

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the statute are references to
the provisions of section 751(a) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended by the
Uruguay Round Agreements Act
(‘‘URAA’’), effective January 1, 1995
(‘‘the Act’’). In addition, unless
otherwise indicated, all citations to the
Department of Commerce’s (‘‘the
Department’s’’) regulations are to 19
CFR Part 351 (2000).

Background

On August 31, 1992, the Department
published in the Federal Register the
countervailing duty orders on pure
magnesium and alloy magnesium from
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Canada (57 FR 39392). The Department
published the preliminary results of
these administrative reviews on May 9,
2001 (see Pure Magnesium and Alloy
Magnesium From Canada: Preliminary
Results of Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews, 66 FR 23669
(May 9, 2001)) (‘‘Preliminary Results’’).

In accordance with 19 CFR
351.213(b), the reviews of these orders
cover those producers or exporters of
the subject merchandise for which these
reviews were specifically requested.
Accordingly, these reviews cover only
Norsk Hydro Canada, Inc. (‘‘NHCI’’), the
sole producer or exporter of the subject
merchandise for which a review was
requested. The petitioner in these
reviews is the Magnesium Corporation
of America.

In the preliminary results of these
reviews, the Department invited
interested parties to comment on the
results (see Preliminary Results).
However, we received no comments.
The Department did not conduct a
hearing for these reviews because none
was requested. The Department has now
completed these reviews in accordance
with section 751 of the Act.

Scope of the Orders

The products covered by these orders
are pure and alloy magnesium from
Canada. Pure magnesium contains at
least 99.8 percent magnesium by weight
and is sold in various slab and ingot
forms and sizes. Magnesium alloys
contain less than 99.8 percent
magnesium by weight with magnesium
being the largest metallic element in the
alloy by weight, and are sold in various
ingot and billet forms and sizes.

The pure and alloy magnesium are
currently classifiable under items
8104.11.0000 and 8104.19.0000,
respectively, of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States
(‘‘HTSUS’’). Although the HTSUS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, the
written descriptions of the merchandise
subject to the orders are dispositive.

Secondary and granular magnesium
are not included in the scope of these
orders. Our reasons for excluding
granular magnesium are summarized in
Preliminary Determination of Sales at
Less Than Fair Value: Pure and Alloy
Magnesium From Canada, 57 FR 6094
(February 20, 1992).

Period of Review

The period of review for which we are
measuring subsidies is from January 1,
1999 through December 31, 1999.

Final Results of Reviews
We have determined that no changes

to our analysis are warranted for
purposes of these final results.
Therefore, in accordance with 19 CFR
351.221(b)(4)(i), we calculated an
individual subsidy rate for each
producer/exporter subject to these
reviews. We will instruct the Customs
Service (‘‘Customs’’) to assess
countervailing duties as indicated below
on all appropriate entries. For the
period January 1, 1999 through
December 31, 1999, we determine the
net subsidy rate for the reviewed
company to be as follows:

NET SUBSIDY RATE

Manufacturer/exporter Percent

Norsk Hydro Canada, Inc. ............ 1.21

The Department will also instruct
Customs to collect cash deposits of
estimated countervailing duties in the
percentage detailed above on the f.o.b.
invoice price on all shipments of the
subject merchandise from NHCI entered,
or withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the date of
publication of the final results of these
reviews.

Because the URAA replaced the
general rule in favor of a country-wide
rate with a general rule in favor of
individual rates for investigated and
reviewed companies, the procedures for
establishing countervailing duty rates,
including those for non-reviewed
companies, are now essentially the same
as those in antidumping cases, except as
provided for in section 777A(e)(2)(B) of
the Act. The requested review will
normally cover only those companies
specifically named (see 19 CFR
351.213(b)). Pursuant to 19 CFR
351.212(c), for all companies for which
a review was not requested, duties must
be assessed at the cash deposit rate, and
cash deposits must continue to be
collected at the rate previously ordered.
As such, the countervailing duty cash
deposit rate applicable to a company
can no longer change, except pursuant
to a request for a review of that
company. See Federal-Mogul
Corporation and The Torrington
Company v. United States, 822 F. Supp.
782 (CIT 1993) and Floral Trade Council
v. United States, 822 F. Supp. 766 (CIT
1993). Therefore, the cash deposit rates
for all companies except NHCI will be
unchanged by the results of these
reviews.

Accordingly, we will instruct
Customs to continue to collect cash
deposits for non-reviewed companies at
the most recent company-specific or

country-wide rate applicable to the
company. Except for Timminco Limited,
which was excluded from the orders in
the original investigations, these rates
were established in the first
administrative proceeding conducted
under the URAA. See Final Results of
the Second Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews: Pure
Magnesium and Alloy Magnesium from
Canada, 62 FR 48607 (September 16,
1997).

In addition, for the period January 1,
1999 through December 31, 1999, the
assessment rates applicable to all non-
reviewed companies covered by these
orders are the cash deposit rates in
effect at the time of entry, except for
Timminco Limited (which was
excluded from the orders in the original
investigations).

This notice serves as a reminder to
parties subject to administrative
protective order (‘‘APO’’) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305(a)(3). Timely
written notification of return/
destruction of APO materials or
conversion to judicial protective order is
hereby requested. Failure to comply
with the regulations and the terms of an
APO is a sanctionable violation.

These administrative reviews and
notice are in accordance with sections
751(a)(1) and 777(i) of the Act.

Dated: August 31, 2001.
Bernard T. Carreau,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 01–22653 Filed 9–7–01; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(the Department) is conducting an
administrative review of the
countervailing duty order on stainless
steel sheet and strip in coils from the
Republic of Korea for the period
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