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instance, CEMEX reported that it 
performed technical advice, solicitation 
of orders/customer visits, account 
receivable management, post-sale 
warehousing, and communication 
activities whereas GCCC reported that it 
did not perform any of these activities. 

Based on our analysis of the 
respondent’s reported selling functions 
and sales channels, we conclude that 
the respondent’s home-market sales to 
various classes of customers which 
purchase both bulk and bagged cement 
constitute one level of trade. We found 
that, with some minor exceptions, 
CEMEX and GCCC performed the same 
selling functions to varying degrees in 
similar channels of distribution. We also 
concluded that the variations in the 
intensities of selling functions 
performed were not substantial when all 
selling expenses were considered as a 
whole. See the memorandum entitled 
Gray Portland Cement and Clinker from 
Mexico: Level-of-Trade Analysis for the 
00/01 Administrative Review, dated 
August 30, 2002 (Level-of-Trade 
Analysis memorandum). 

Furthermore, the respondent’s home-
market sales occur at a different and 
more advanced stage of distribution 
than its sales to the United States. For 
example, the CEMEX U.S. level of trade 
does not include activities such as 
market research, after-sales service/
warranties, advertising, and packing 
whereas the home-market level of trade 
includes these activities. Similarly, the 
GCCC U.S. level of trade does not 
include activities such as market 
research, technical advice, advertising, 
customer approval, solicitation of 
orders, computer/legal/accounting/
business systems, sales promotion, sales 
forecasting, strategic and economic 
planning, personnel training/exchange, 
and procurement and sourcing services 
whereas the home-market level of trade 
includes these activities. 

As a result of our level-of-trade 
analysis, we could not match U.S. sales 
at either of the two U.S. levels of trade 
to sales at the same level of trade in the 
home market because there are no 
home-market sales at the same level of 
trade. In addition, because we found 
only one home-market level of trade, we 
could not determine a level-of-trade 
adjustment based on the collapsed 
entity’s home-market sales of 
merchandise under review. Therefore, 
we have determined that the data 
available do not provide an appropriate 
basis on which to calculate a level-of-
trade adjustment. However, we 
determined that the level of trade of the 
home-market sales is more advanced 
than the levels of the U.S. sales. Thus, 
we made a CEP-offset adjustment in 

accordance with section 773(a)(7)(B) of 
the Act for the respondent’s CEP sales. 
In accordance with section 773(a)(7) of 
the Act, we calculated the CEP offset as 
the smaller of the following: (1) the 
indirect selling expenses on the home-
market sale, or (2) the indirect selling 
expenses deducted from the starting 
price in calculating CEP. See the Level-
of-Trade Analysis memorandum.

Currency Conversion 
Pursuant to section 773A(a) of the 

Act, we made currency conversions into 
U.S. dollars based on the exchange rates 
in effect on the dates of U.S. sales as 
certified by the Federal Reserve Bank. 

Preliminary Results of Review 
As a result of our review, we 

preliminarily determine the dumping 
margin for the collapsed parties, CEMEX 
and GCCC, for the period August 1, 
2000, through July 31, 2001, to be 74.78 
percent. 

We will disclose calculations 
performed in connection with these 
preliminary results to parties within five 
days of the date of publication of this 
notice. See 19 CFR 351.224(b). 
Interested parties may request a hearing 
within 30 days of publication of this 
notice. A hearing, if requested, will be 
held at the main Commerce Department 
building three business days after 
submission of rebuttal briefs. 

Issues raised in hearings will be 
limited to those raised in the respective 
case and rebuttal briefs. Case briefs from 
interested parties may be filed no later 
than 30 days after publication of this 
notice. Rebuttal briefs, limited to the 
issues raised in case briefs, may be 
submitted no later than five days after 
the deadline for filing case briefs. 

Parties who submit case or rebuttal 
briefs in this proceeding are requested 
to submit with each argument (1) a 
statement of the issue, and (2) a brief 
summary of the argument with an 
electronic version included. 

Upon completion of this review, the 
Department will determine, and the 
Customs Service shall assess, 
antidumping duties on all appropriate 
entries. In accordance with 19 CFR 
351.212(b)(1), we have calculated an 
exporter/importer (or customer)-specific 
assessment rate for merchandise subject 
to this review. The Department will 
issue appropriate assessment 
instructions directly to the Customs 
Service within 15 days of publication of 
the final results of review. If these 
preliminary results are adopted in the 
final results of review, we will direct the 
Customs Service to assess the resulting 
assessment rates against the entered 
customs values for the subject 

merchandise on each of the importer’s/
customer’s entries during the review 
period. 

Furthermore, the following deposit 
requirements will be effective for all 
shipments of the subject merchandise 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
for consumption on or after the 
publication date of the final results of 
review, as provided by section 751(a)(1) 
of the Act: (1) The cash-deposit rate for 
the respondent will be the rate 
determined in the final results of 
review; (2) for previously reviewed or 
investigated companies not mentioned 
above, the cash-deposit rate will 
continue to be the company-specific rate 
published for the most recent period; (3) 
if the exporter is not a firm covered in 
this review, a prior review, or in the 
original less-than-fair-value (LTFV) 
investigation, but the manufacturer is, 
the cash-deposit rate will be the rate 
established for the most recent period 
for the manufacturer of the 
merchandise; and (4) the cash-deposit 
rate for all other manufacturers or 
exporters will be 61.35 percent, the all-
others rate from the LTFV investigation. 
These deposit requirements, when 
imposed, shall remain in effect until 
publication of the final results of the 
next administrative review. 

This notice also serves as a 
preliminary reminder to importers of 
their responsibility under 19 CFR 
351.402(f) 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. 

We are issuing and publishing this 
notice in accordance with sections 
751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: September 3, 2002. 

Faryar Shirzad, 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 02–22996 Filed 9–9–02; 8:45 am] 
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–570–877]

Notice of Postponement of Preliminary 
Antidumping Duty Determination: 
Lawn and Garden Steel Fence Posts 
From the People’s Republic of China

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 10, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Salim Bhabhrawala or Christopher 
Smith, Office 5, Group II, Import 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW, Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone (202) 482–1784, or (202) 482–
1442, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Postponement of Preliminary 
Determination:

The Department of Commerce (the 
Department) is postponing the deadline 
for issuance of the preliminary 
determination in the antidumping duty 
investigation of lawn and garden steel 
fence posts from the People’s Republic 
of China until November 27, 2002.

On May 21, 2002, the Department 
initiated an antidumping investigation 
of lawn and garden steel fence posts 
from the People’s Republic of China. 
See Initiation of Antidumping Duty 
Investigation: Lawn and Garden Steel 
Fence Posts from the People’s Republic 
of China, 67 FR 37388 (May 29, 2002). 
The notice stated that the Department 
would issue its preliminary 
determination no later than 140 days 
after the date of initiation (i.e., October 
8, 2002).

On August 26, 2002, the petitioner, 
Steel City Corporation, made a timely 
request pursuant to 19 CFR 351.205(e) 
for a fifty-day postponement. Therefore, 
in accordance with section 733 (c)(1)(a) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 
the Department is postponing the date 
of the preliminary determination until 
November 27, 2002, which is 190 days 
from the date on which the Department 
initiated this investigation. We will 
issue our final determination no later 
than 75 days from the date on which the 
Department issues its preliminary 
determination in this proceeding.

This determination is issued and 
published in accordance with sections 
751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: September 3, 2002.
Faryar Shirzad,
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 02–22991 Filed 9–9–02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–570–504]

Notice of Preliminary Results of 
Antidumping Administrative Review: 
Petroleum Wax Candles From the 
People’s Republic of China

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce.
SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce 
(the Department) is conducting an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping duty order on petroleum 
wax candles from the People’s Republic 
of China (PRC) in response to a request 
from Dongguan Fay Candle Co., Ltd. 
(Fay), a PRC producer and exporter of 
subject merchandise, and its U.S. 
importers, TIJID, Inc. (TIJID) (d/b/a 
DIJIT Inc.), and Palm Beach Home 
Accents, Inc., (Palm Beach), 
(collectively, ‘‘respondents’’). The 
review covers the period August 1, 2000 
through July 31, 2001.

We preliminarily determine that sales 
have been made below normal value 
(NV). The preliminary results are listed 
below in the section titled ‘‘Preliminary 
Results of Review.’’ If these preliminary 
results are adopted in our final results, 
we will instruct the U.S. Customs 
Service (Customs) to assess 
antidumping duties on imports into the 
United States of subject merchandise 
exported by Fay. Interested parties are 
invited to comment on these 
preliminary results. (See the 
‘‘Preliminary Results of Review’’ section 
of this notice.)
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 10, 2002.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Sally C. Gannon or Mark Hoadley, 
Office of AD/CVD Enforcement VII, 
Import Administration, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, 14th Street and 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 482–0162 or 
(202) 482–3148, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all 
citations are to the Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended (the Act). In addition, 
unless otherwise indicated, all citations 

to the Department’s regulations are to 19 
CFR part 351 (2001).

Background
The Department published in the 

Federal Register an antidumping duty 
order on petroleum wax candles from 
the PRC on August 28, 1986 (51 FR 
30686). On August 31, 2001, the 
Department received, in accordance 
with section 751(a)(2)(B) of the Act and 
section 351.213(b) of the Department’s 
regulations, a timely request from 
respondents to conduct an 
administrative review of the 
antidumping duty order on petroleum 
wax candles from the PRC. On October 
1, 2001, the Department published its 
initiation of this administrative review 
for the period August 1, 2000 through 
July 31, 2001 (66 FR 49924). Because it 
was not practicable to complete the 
review within the initial time period, on 
April 18, 2002, the Department 
published an extension of the deadline 
for completion of the preliminary 
results of this administrative review 
until no later than September 3, 2002 
(67 FR 19159).

Scope of the Antidumping Duty Order
The products covered by this order 

are certain scented or unscented 
petroleum wax candles made from 
petroleum wax and having fiber or 
paper-cored wicks. They are sold in the 
following shapes: tapers, spirals, and 
straight-sided dinner candles; rounds, 
columns, pillars, votives; and various 
wax-filled containers. The products 
were classified under the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (TSUS) 
item 755.25, Candles and Tapers. The 
products are currently classified under 
the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States (HTSUS) item 3406.00.00. 
Although the HTSUS subheading is 
provided for convenience and customs 
purposes, our written description of the 
scope of this proceeding remains 
dispositive.

Period of Review
The period of review (POR) is August 

1, 2000 through July 31, 2001.

Application of Facts Available
The Department conducted 

verification at Fay’s factory in China 
from July 22 through 26, 2002. On July 
22, 2002, respondents presented 
corrections to their questionnaire 
responses. The corrections included a 
previously unreported production order, 
which amounted to a significant 
increase in the production for the POR. 
The verification team proceeded with 
verification of the questionnaire 
responses, but indicated that it would 
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