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exported on or after January 1, 1994,
and on or before December 31, 1994.
Also, the cash deposit required for this
company will be zero.
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. Pursuant to 19
C.F.R. § 355.22(g), 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 FederalMogul 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) (interpreting 19 C.F.R. § 353.22(e),
the antidumping regulation on
automatic assessment, which is
identical to 19 C.F.R. § 355.22(g)).
Therefore, the cash deposit rates for all
companies except those covered by this
review will be unchanged by the results
of this review.
We will instruct Customs to continue
to collect cash deposits for nonreviewed companies at the most recent
company-specific or country-wide rate
applicable to the company. Accordingly,
the cash deposit rates that will be
applied to non-reviewed companies
covered by this order are those
established in the most recently
completed administrative proceeding.
See Certain Round-Shaped Agricultural
Tillage Tools from Brazil; Final Results
of Countervailing Duty Administrative
Review, 57 FR 22461. These rates shall
apply to all non-reviewed companies
until a review of a company assigned
these rates is requested. In addition, for
the period January 1, 1994 through
December 31, 1994, the assessment rates
applicable to all non-reviewed
companies covered by this order are the
cash deposit rates in effect at the time
of entry.
Public Comment
Parties to the proceeding may request
disclosure of the calculation
methodology and interested parties may
request a hearing not later than 10 days
after the date of publication of this

notice. Interested parties may submit
written arguments in case briefs on
these preliminary results within 30 days
of the date of publication. Rebuttal
briefs, limited to arguments raised in
case briefs, may be submitted seven
days after the time limit for filing the
case brief. Parties who submit argument
in this proceeding are requested to
submit with the argument (1) a
statement of the issue and (2) a brief
summary of the argument. Any hearing,
if requested, will be held seven days
after the scheduled date for submission
of rebuttal briefs. Copies of case briefs
and rebuttal briefs must be served on
interested parties in accordance with 19
C.F.R. § 355.38.
Representatives of parties to the
proceeding may request disclosure of
proprietary information under
administrative protective order no later
than 10 days after the representative’s
client or employer becomes a party to
the proceeding, but in no event later
than the date the case briefs, under 19
C.F.R. § 355.38, 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
or at a hearing.
This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1)
of the Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)).
Dated: July 19, 1996.
Robert S. LaRussa,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.
[FR Doc. 96–19475 Filed 7–30–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Steve Atran, Population Dynamics
Statistician, Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council, 5401 West
Kennedy Boulevard, Suite 331, Tampa,
FL 33609; telephone: 813–228–2815.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Reef
Fish Stock Assessment Panel will
review a report by Dr. Benny Galloway
of LGL Associates on the assessment
procedures and data used by NMFS for
the red snapper stock assessments. In
addition, the effect of untrawlable
bottom on the assessment of shrimp
trawl juvenile bycatch mortality will be
addressed. The Southeast Fisheries
Science Center will provide the
information on the extent of untrawlable
bottom.

Special Accommodations
This meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to
Anne Alford at (see ADDRESSES) by
August 12, 1996.
Dated: July 25, 1996.
Richard W. Surdi,
Acting Director, Office of Fisheries
Conservation and Management, National
Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 96–19463 Filed 7–30–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–22–F

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Test Program for Negotiation of
Comprehensive Small Business
Subcontracting Plans
Department of Defense (DoD).
Notice of test program.

AGENCY:

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration
[I.D. 072596A]

Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management
Council; Public Meeting
National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of public meeting.
AGENCY:

The Gulf of Mexico Fishery
Management Council will convene a
public meeting of the Reef Fish Stock
Assessment Panel.
DATES: This meeting will begin at 1:00
p.m. on August 19, 1996, and conclude
at 5:00 p.m. on August 21, 1996.
ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held at
NMFS Southeast Fisheries Science
Center, 75 Virginia Beach Drive, Miami,
FL.
SUMMARY:

ACTION:

The Department of Defense is
amending its Test Program for
Negotiation of Comprehensive Small
Business Subcontracting Plans.
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 31, 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Tim J. Foreman, Office of Small and
Disadvantaged Business Utilization,
DUSD (I&CP) SADBU, 3061 Defense
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20301–3061,
telephone (703) 697–9384, telefax (703)
693–7014.
SUMMARY:

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

A. Background
In accordance with Section 834 of
Public Law 101–189, as amended, the
Department of Defense (DoD)
established a Test Program for
Negotiation of Comprehensive Small
Business Subcontracting Plans (the
Program) to determine whether the use
of comprehensive subcontracting plans
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on a corporate, division, or plant-wide
basis would increase subcontracting
opportunities for small business
concerns. DoD is amending the Program
to implement the requirements of
Section 811 of the National Defense
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1996
(Pub. L. 104–106). The amendments (1)
expand the purpose of the Program to
include determination of whether the
negotiation and administration of
comprehensive subcontracting plans
will reduce administrative burdens on
contractors while enhancing
subcontracting opportunities for small
business concerns and small business
concerns owned and controlled by
socially and economically
disadvantaged individuals; (2) revise
contractor eligibility criteria under the
Program to permit participation by large
business concerns who, during the
preceding fiscal year, furnished DoD
with supplies or services under at least
three DoD contracts having an aggregate
value of at least $5,000,000; (3) require
that the Service Acquisition Executive
within each military department and
defense agency designate at least three,
but not more than five, contracting
activities to participate in the Program;
and (4) require that participating
contracting activities cover a broad
range of supplies and negotiate not less
than five comprehensive subcontracting
plans.
Tim J. Foreman,
Office of Small and Disadvantaged Business
Utilization.

The revised test plan is as follows:
Test Program for Negotiation of
Comprehensive Small Business
Subcontracting Plans
I. Purpose
This document implements Section
834 of Public Law 101–189, the National
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal
Years 1990 and 1991, as amended. The
primary purpose of the Comprehensive
Small Business Subcontracting Plan
Test Program (the Program) is to
determine whether the negotiation and
administration of comprehensive small
business subcontracting plans will
reduce administrative burdens on
contractors while enhancing
subcontracting opportunities for small
business concerns and small business
concerns owned and controlled by
socially and economically
disadvantaged individuals under
Department of Defense (DoD) contracts.
II. Authority
The Program is established pursuant
to Section 834 of the National Defense

Authorization Act for Fiscal Years 1990
and 1991, as amended.
III. Program Requirements
A. The Program shall be conducted
from October 1, 1990, through
September 30, 1998.
B. The selection of contractors for
participation in the Program shall be in
accordance with Section 811(b)(3) of the
National Defense Authorization Act For
Fiscal Year 1996, Public Law 104–106.
Eligible contractors are large business
concerns at the major (total) corporate
level that, during the preceding fiscal
year:
1. Were performing under at least
three DoD contracts; furnished supplies
or services (including professional
services) to DoD, engaged in research
and development for DoD, or performed
construction for DoD; and were paid
$5,000,000 or more for such contract
activities; and
2. Achieved a small disadvantaged
business (SDB) subcontracting
participation rate of 5 percent or more
during the preceding fiscal year.
However, this requirement does not
apply to the eight original contractors
accepted into the Program.
Additionally, a large business with an
SDB subcontracting participation rate of
less than 5 percent during the preceding
fiscal year may request, through the
designated contracting activity, to
participate in the Program if the firm
submits a detailed plan with milestones
leading to attainment of at least a 5
percent SDB subcontracting
participation rate by September 30,
1998.
C. Contractors selected for
participation shall:
1. Be eligible in accordance with
paragraph III(B);
2. Establish their comprehensive
subcontracting plans on the same
corporate, division or plant-wide basis
under which they submitted the
Standard Form (SF) 295 during the
preceding fiscal year, except that a
division or plant that historically
reported through a higher level division,
but would meet the criteria of paragraph
III(B)(2), shall be permitted to
participate in the Program if the lower
level division, plant or profit center can
demonstrate a 5 percent or greater
subcontract performance level with SDB
concerns;
3. Have reported to DoD on the SF 295
for the last fiscal year, except as
provided in paragraph III(C(2);
4. Accept an SDB goal for each fiscal
year of not less than 5 percent, or an
SDB goal that is in accordance with the
milestone established under paragraph
III(B)(2);
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5. Comply with the requirements of
Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation
Supplement (DFARS) Section 215.605
for source selection purposes;
6. Offer a broad range of
subcontracting opportunities;
7. Voluntarily agree to participate;
and
8. Have at least one active contract
that requires a subcontracting plan at
the designated DoD buying activity
responsible for negotiating the
Comprehensive Subcontracting Plan.
IV. Elements of the Comprehensive
Small Business Subcontracting Plan
A. The comprehensive small business
subcontracting plan shall address each
of the 11 elements set forth in paragraph
(d) of the clause at FAR 52.219–9,
‘‘Small, Small Disadvantaged and
Women-Owned Small Business
Subcontracting Plan.’’
1. The subcontracting plan,
percentage and corresponding dollar
goals for awards to small business, small
disadvantaged business and womenowned small business concerns shall be
developed by the contractor for its
entire business operation in support of
all DoD contracts regardless of dollar
value.
2. Participating contractors shall
include separate specific goals and
timetables for the awarding of
subcontracts in two industry categories
which have not historically been made
available to small business and small
disadvantaged business concerns. These
industry categories will be
recommended by the contractor and
approved by the contracting officer.
Subcontract awards made in support of
the specific industry categories shall
also count towards attainment of the
overall small business and small
disadvantaged business goals.
3. The subcontracting plan shall set
forth the prime contractor’s actions to
publicize prospective subcontract
opportunities for small business, small
disadvantaged business and womenowned small business concerns.
B. Subcontracting plans to be
established under the Program shall be
submitted each year by participating
contractors to the designated contracting
officer 45 days prior to the end of the
Government’s fiscal year (September
30). However, new contractors
requesting participation under the
Program shall submit subcontracting
plans to the contracting officer as close
as possible to September 30.
V. Procedures
A. The Service Acquisition Executive
within each military department and
defense agency having contractors that
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meet the requirements of paragraphs
III(B) and (C) shall designate at least
three but not more than five contracting
activities to participate in the Program.
In selecting the contracting activities to
participate in the Program, the Service
Acquisition Executive shall ensure that
the designated activities cover a broad
range of supplies and services.
B. The designated contracting activity
will accomplish the following:
1. With the coordination of the
Director, Office of Small and
Disadvantaged Business Utilization, for
their military department or defense
agency, select as many eligible prime
contractors (at least five) for
participation under the Program as
deemed appropriate.
2. Establish a ‘‘Comprehensive Small
Business Subcontracting Plan’’
negotiating team(s) composed as
follows:
a. A contracting officer(s) who will be
responsible for negotiation and approval
of the comprehensive subcontracting
plan(s) as well as the responsibilities at
FAR 19.705.
b. The contracting activity’s Small
and Disadvantaged Business Utilization
Specialist.
c. The Small and Disadvantaged
Business Utilization Specialist of the
cognizant contract administration
activity that administers the
preponderance of the selected prime
contractor’s contracts and/or the
appropriate individual who will
administer contractor performance
under the test in accordance with FAR
19.706 and the provisions herein.
d. Production specialist, price analyst
and other functional specialists as
appropriate.
C. The designated contracting officer
shall:
1. Solicit proposed comprehensive
subcontracting plans from selected
contractor(s) as soon as possible and by
July 1, annually thereafter.
2. By October 1, and annually
thereafter, review, negotiate and
approve on behalf of DoD a
comprehensive subcontracting plan for
each selected contractor.
3. Distribute copies of the approved
subcontracting plan in accordance with
paragraph VI(A).
4. Upon negotiation and acceptance of
the comprehensive subcontracting plan,
obtain from the contractor:
a. A listing of all active DoD contracts
that contain individual subcontracting
plans required by Section 211 of Public
Law 95–507.
b. The listing shall include the
following:
i. Contract number.
ii. Name and address of the
contracting activity.

iii. Contracting officer’s name and
phone number.
5. Upon receipt of the information
provided by the participating contractor
under paragraph V(C)(4), direct the
designated administrative contracting
officer to issue a comprehensive change
order, which modifies all of the
contractor’s active DoD contracts that
include subcontracting plans. The
modification will substitute the
contractor’s approved comprehensive
subcontracting plan for the individual
plans, will substitute the clause at
DFARS 252.219–7004 for the clause at
FAR 52.219–9, and will delete the
clauses at FAR 52.219–10 and 52.219–
16 and DFARS 252.219–7003 and
252.219–7005, as appropriate.
6. Review annually, with the current
administration activity, the contractor’s
performance under the plan. Document
the review findings and distribute, in
accordance with paragraph VI(A),
within 45 days of the end of the fiscal
year.
7. By November 15 of the year after
acceptance, and annually thereafter,
determine whether the contractor has
met its comprehensive subcontracting
goals. If the goals have not been met,
determine whether there is any
indication that the contractor failed to
make a good faith effort and take
appropriate action.
8. By December 15, 1998, prepare and
submit a report on each participating
contractor’s performance which details
the results of the Program. The report
must compare the contractor’s
performance under the Program with its
performance for the three fiscal years
prior to acceptance into the program.
The report distribution will be in
accordance with paragraph VI(A).
D. Participating contractors:
1. Shall establish their comprehensive
subcontracting plans on the same
corporate, division or plant-wide basis
under which they submitted the SF 295
during the preceding fiscal year, except
that those contractors that historically
reported through a higher headquarters
can elect to participate as a separate
(lower level) reporting profit center,
plant or division if the contractor
achieved an SDB subcontracting
performance rate of 5 percent or greater
in the preceding fiscal year.
2. Upon negotiation of an acceptable
comprehensive subcontracting plan,
shall be exempt from individual
contract-by-contract reporting
requirements for DoD contracts unless
otherwise required in accordance with
paragraph III(C)(5).
3. Shall continue individual contract
reporting on non-DoD contracts.

4. Shall comply with the flow-down
provisions of Section 211 of Public Law
95–507. Large business concerns
receiving a DoD subcontract in excess of
$500,000 ($1,000,000 for construction)
are required to adopt a plan similar to
that mandated by the clause at FAR
52.219–9. Participating contractors are
prohibited from flowing down the
‘‘Comprehensive’’ subcontracting
deviation provisions of DFARS
252.219–7004. Accordingly, large
business subcontractors to the
participating contractors shall be
required to establish individual
subcontracting plans with specific goals
for awards to small business, small
disadvantaged business and womenowned small business concerns.
5. Upon expulsion from the Program
or Program termination on September
30, 1998, shall negotiate and establish
individual subcontracting plans on all
future DoD contracts that otherwise
meet the requirements of Section 211 of
Public Law 95–507.
VI. Monitoring and Reporting of
Comprehensive Subcontracting Plans
and Goals
A. Upon negotiation and acceptance
of comprehensive subcontracting plans
and goals, the designated activity shall
immediately forward one copy of the
plan to each of the following:
1. Director, Office of Small and
Disadvantaged Business Utilization,
Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of
Defense (International and Commercial
Programs), 3061 Defense Pentagon,
Room 2A338, Washington, DC 20301–
3061.
2. Director, Small and Disadvantaged
Business Utilization, for the military
department or defense agency of the
activity that negotiated and accepted the
comprehensive subcontracting plan.
3. The cognizant contract
administration office.
B. Each participating contractor shall
complete the SF 295 ‘‘Summary
Subcontract Report’’ in accordance with
the instructions on the back of the form
on a semi-annual basis, except as noted
below:
1. One copy of the SF 295 and
attachments shall be submitted to
Director, Office of Small and
Disadvantaged Business Utilization,
Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of
Defense (International and Commercial
Programs), 3061 Defense Pentagon,
Room 2A338, Washington, DC 20301–
3061.
2. Participating contractors shall enter
in Item 14 ‘‘Remarks’’ block the annual
corporate, division or plant-wide small
business, small disadvantaged business
and women-owned small business
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percentage and corresponding dollar
goals.
3. Participating contractors shall also
enter separate in Item 14 the percentage
and corresponding dollar goals for each
of the two selected industry categories
(see paragraph IV(A)(2)).
4. Participating contractors shall also
enter separately in Item 14 on a semiannual cumulative basis the percentage
and corresponding dollar amount of
subcontract awards made in each of the
two selected industry categories.
5. Participating contractors shall be
exempt from the completion of SF 294
‘‘Subcontract Report For Individual
Contracts’’ for DoD contracts during
their participation in the Program.
[FR Doc. 96–19414 Filed 7–30–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5000–04–M

listed in 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(1) (1988), and
that accordingly this meeting will be
closed to the public.
Dated: July 25, 1996.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 96–19450 Filed 7–30–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5000–04–M

Defense Science Board Task Force on
Anti-Personnel Landmine Alternatives,
Landmine Detection and Demining,
and Unexploded Ordnance (UXO)
Clearance Operations
Notice of Advisory Committee
Meetings.
ACTION:

The Defense Science Board
Task Force on Anti-Personnel Landmine
Alternatives, Landmine Detection and
Demining, and Unexploded Ordnance
(UXO) Clearance Operations will meet
in closed session on July 30–31, 1996 at
Strategic Analysis, Inc., Arlington,
Virginia. In order for the Task Force to
obtain time sensitive classified
briefings, critical to the understanding
of the issues, this meeting is scheduled
on short notice. The mission of the
Defense Science Board is to advise the
Secretary of Defense through the Under
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and
Technology on scientific and technical
matters as they affect the perceived
needs of the Department of Defense. At
this meeting the Task Force will
examine US landmine, landmine
detection and demining efforts, and
alternatives to anti-personnel
landmines. It will also examine UXO
remediation, active range UXO
clearance, and explosive ordnance
disposal (EOD) efforts. It will include in
this examination, the relationship
between the UXO/EOD detection/
characterization/clearance and
neutralization issues and landmine
detection/neutralization issues. In
accordance with Section 10(d) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act, P.L.
No. 92–463, as amended (5 U.S.C. App.
II, (1994)), it has been determined that
this DSB Task Force meeting concerns
matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(1)
(1994), and that accordingly this
meeting will be closed to the public.
SUMMARY:

Office of the Secretary
Defense Science Board
Notice of Advisory Committee
Meetings.

ACTION:

SUMMARY: The Defense Science Board
will meet in closed session on August
5–16, 1996 at the Beckman Center,
Irvine, California.
The mission of the Defense Science
Board is to advise the Secretary of
Defense and the Under Secretary of
Defense for Acquisition and Acquisition
on scientific and technical matters as
they affect the perceived needs of the
Department of Defense. At that time the
Board will examine the substance,
interrelationships, and the US national
security implications of three critical
areas identified and tasked to the Board
by the Secretary of Defense, Deputy
Secretary of Defense, and Under
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and
Technology. The subject areas are:
Achieving and Innovative Support
Structure to Enhance Early 21st Century
Military Operations; and Tactics and
Technology for 21st Century Military
Superiority. The period of study is
anticipated to culminate in the
formulation of specific
recommendations to be submitted to the
Secretary of Defense, via the Under
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and
Technology, for his consideration in
determining resource policies, shortand long-range plans, and in shaping
appropriate implementing actions as
they may affect the U.S. national
defense posture.
In accordance with Section 10(d) of
the Federal Advisory Committee Act,
P.L. No. 92–463, as amended (5 U.S.C.
App. II, (1988)), it has been determined
that this DSB meeting, concerns matters

Dated: July 25, 1996.
L.M. Bynum,
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison
Officer, Department of Defense.
[FR Doc. 96–19449 Filed 7–30–96; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 5000–04–M
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DEFENSE NUCLEAR FACILITIES
SAFETY BOARD
Resolution of Potential Conflict of
Interest
The Defense Nuclear Facilities Safety
Board (Board) has identified and
resolved potential conflicts of interest
situations related to its proposed
contractor, MPR Associates,
Incorporated (MPR). This Notice, which
is a summary of the facts related to this
decision, satisfies the requirements of
10 CFR 1706.8(e) with respect to
publication in the Federal Register.
Under the Board’s Organizational and
Consultant Conflicts of Interest
Regulation, 10 CFR Part 1706 (OCI
Regulations), an organizational or
consultant conflict of interest (OCI)
means that because of other past,
present or future planned activities or
relationships, a contractor or consultant
is unable, or potentially unable, to
render impartial assistance or advice to
the Board, or the objectivity of such
offeror or contractor in performing work
for the Board is or might be otherwise
impaired, or such offeror or contractor
has or would have an unfair competitive
advantage. While the OCI Regulations
provide that contracts shall generally
not be awarded to an organization
where the Board has determined that an
actual or potential OCI exists and
cannot be avoided, the Board may waive
this requirement in certain
circumstances.
The Board is tasked with the
responsibility of overseeing the safe
operation of the Department of Energy’s
(DOE’s) defense nuclear facilities in
order to ensure that the health and
safety of the workers and the general
public are adequately protected. One
such facility is the Savannah River Site,
which operates an In-Tank Precipitation
(ITP) facility that provides highly
radioactive material to the Defense
Waste Processing Facility for conversion
into vitrified logs for long-term storage.
The Board has become aware of a
potential health and safety matter at the
Savannah River Site involving the ITP
facility. Specifically, the ITP chemical
process results in the generation of
benzene in solution in an unpredictable
manner. Furthermore, the benzene, a
flammable substance, is released from
the solution at an anomalous rate. These
unpredictable phenomena could be due
to catalysts, radioactive hydrolysis,
turbulence, or other factors. Of
overriding concern to the Board is that
the result of these phenomena, in
combination with oxygen intrusion,
creates the potential for a deflagration or
explosion of the vapor within the tank

