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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mark Hoadley or Maureen Flannery,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—-0666 and (202)
482-3020, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

The Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (the Act), are references to the
provisions effective January 1, 1995, the
effective date of the amendments made
to the Act by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act. In addition, unless
otherwise indicated, all citations to the
Department’s regulations are to 19 CFR
Part 351 (1999).

Background

On April 7, 2000, the Department
published the preliminary results of the
administrative and new shipper reviews
of the antidumping duty order on
carbon steel wire rope from Mexico (65
FR 18283). We invited parties to
comment on our preliminary results of
review. We received no comments. The
Department has conducted these
administrative and new shipper reviews
in accordance with section 751 of the
Act.

Scope of Review

The merchandise covered by this
order consists of carbon steel wire rope.
Steel wire rope encompasses ropes,
cables, and cordage of iron or carbon
steel, other than stranded wire, not
fitted with fittings or made up into
articles, and not made up of brass plated
wire. Imports of these products are
currently classifiable under the
following Harmonized Tariff Schedule
of the United States (HTSUS)
subheadings: 7312.10.9030,
7312.10.9060 and 7312.10.9090.

Excluded from this review is stainless
steel wire rope, which is classifiable
under the HTSUS subheading
7312.10.6000, and all forms of stranded
wire, with the following exception.
Based on the affirmative final
determination of circumvention of the
antidumping duty order, 60 FR 10831
(Feb. 28, 1995), the Department has
determined that steel wire strand, when
manufactured in Mexico by Camesa and
imported into the United States for use
in the production of steel wire rope,
falls within the scope of the
antidumping duty order on steel wire
rope from Mexico. Such merchandise is
currently classifiable under subheading
7312.10.3020 of the HTSUS.

Although the HTSUS subheadings are
provided for convenience and customs

purposes, our written description of the
scope of this review is dispositive.

Comments From Interested Parties and
Changes Since the Preliminary Results

We received no comments from
interested parties in response to our
preliminary results. We have made no
changes in the margin calculations.

Final Results of Review

We determine that the following
percentage weighted-average margins
exist for the period March 1, 1998
through February 28, 1999:

Manufacturer/exporter (p':{le?égelr?t)
Camesa, S.A. de C.V. .............. 111.68
Cablesa, S.A. de C.V. ............. 0.00

Cash Deposit Instructions

As aresult of a Sunset Review of
carbon steel wire rope from Mexico, the
Department has revoked the
antidumping duty order for this case,
effective January 1, 2000. See
Revocation of Antidumping Duty
Orders: Certain Steel Wire Rope From
Japan, Korea, and Mexico, 65 FR 3205—
01 (Jan. 20, 2000). Therefore, we have
instructed the Customs Service to
terminate suspension of liquidation for
all entries of subject merchandise made
on or after January 1, 2000. We will
issue additional instructions directing
the Customs Service to liquidate all
entries of carbon steel wire rope made
on or after January 1, 2000, without
regard to antidumping duties.

Entries of subject merchandise made
prior to January 1, 2000, will continue
to be subject to suspension of
liquidation and antidumping duty
deposit requirements. The Department
will complete any pending reviews of
this order and will conduct
administrative reviews of subject
merchandise entered prior to the
effective date of revocation in response
to appropriately filed requests for
review.

Assessment Rate

The Department shall determine, and
Customs shall assess, antidumping
duties on all entries made during the
current review period (March 1, 1998
through February 29, 1999). In
accordance with 19 CFR 351.212(b), we
have calculated importer-specific
assessment rates. We divided the total
dumping margins for the reviewed sales
by the total entered value of those
reviewed sales for each importer. We
will direct Customs to assess the
resulting percentage margins against the
entered Customs values for the subject

merchandise on each of that importer’s
entries under the relevant order during
the review period.

Notifications

This notice also serves as a final
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 doubled
antidumping duties.

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

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

Dated: August 7, 2000.
Troy H. Cribb,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 00—-20980 Filed 8-16—00; 8:45 am|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS—P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A—201-802]

Gray Portland Cement and Clinker
From Mexico: Preliminary Results of
Changed-Circumstances Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review

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

ACTION: Preliminary results of changed-
circumstances antidumping duty
administrative review.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
received information sufficient to
warrant initiation of a changed-
circumstances administrative review of
the antidumping duty order on gray
portland cement and clinker from
Mexico. Based on information on the
record, we preliminarily determine that
GCC Cementos, S.A. de C.V,, is the
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successor-in-interest to Cementos de
Chihuahua, S.A. de C.V., for purposes of
determining antidumping liability.
Interested parties are invited to
comment on these preliminary results.

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 17, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Minoo Hatten or Davina Hashmi, Office
of AD/CVD Enforcement 3, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone (202) 482-1690 or (202) 482—
5760 respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On November 24, 1999, Cementos de
Chihuahua, S.A. de C.V. (CDC),
requested that the Department of
Commerce (the Department) conduct an
expedited changed-circumstances
review, pursuant to section 751(b)(1) of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the
Act). In that letter, CDC stated that
effective December 1, 1999, GCC
Cementos, S.A. de C.V., (GCCC) a newly
created company, will be the successor
in interest to CDC due to a corporate
reorganization. CDC also stated that it
would become a holding company and
the parent of GCCC and its subsidiary
companies. On December 13, 1999, the
petitioner, the Southern Tier Cement
Committee, opposed CDC’s request that
the Department initiate an expedited
changed-circumstances review. Since
the Department had very little
information on the record concerning
this corporate reorganization, the
Department concluded that it would be
inappropriate to conduct an expedited
changed-circumstances review and
issue a preliminary determination
concurrent with the initiation of a
changed-circumstance review. Thus, the
Department published only a notice of
initiation. See Gray Portland Cement
and Clinker From Mexico: Notice of
Initiation of Antidumping Duty
Changed-Circumstances Review, 65 FR
1592 (January 11, 2000). On January 20,
2000, the Department sent a
questionnaire to GCCC requesting
additional information. On February 9,
2000, the Department received GCCC'’s
response to the questionnaire. On April
6, 2000, the Department sent a
supplemental questionnaire to GCCC.
GCCC responded on April 27, 2000. On
June 23, 2000, the Department
conducted a verification of information
pertaining to this changed-
circumstances review at GCCC'’s offices
in Chihuahua, Mexico.

The Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the statute are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,
the effective date of the amendments
made to the Act by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (URAA). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department’s regulations are to 19
CFR Part 351 (1999).

Scope of the Review

The products covered by this review
include gray portland cement and
clinker. Gray portland cement is a
hydraulic cement and the primary
component of concrete. Clinker, an
intermediate material product produced
when manufacturing cement, has no use
other than of being ground into finished
cement. Gray portland cement is
currently classifiable under the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule (HTS) item
number 2523.29 and cement clinker is
currently classifiable under item
number 2523.10. Gray portland cement
has also been entered under item
number 2523.90 as “other hydraulic
cements.”

The HTS subheadings are provided
for convenience and customs purposes
only. Our written description remains
dispositive as to the scope of the
product coverage.

Preliminary Results of Review

In accordance with section 751(b) of
the Act, the Department initiated a
changed-circumstances review to
determine whether GCCC is the
successor-in-interest to CDC for
purposes of determining antidumping
duty liability with respect to gray
portland cement and clinker from
Mexico. In making such a successor-in-
interest determination, the Department
examines several factors including, but
not limited to, changes in the following:
(1) Management; (2) production
facilities; (3) supplier relationships; (4)
customer base. See, e.g., Antifriction
Bearings (Other Than Tapered Roller
Bearings) and Parts Thereof From
Japan; Final Results of Changed-
Circumstances Review, 64 FR 55696,
55697 (October 14, 1999) (AFBs from
Japan). While no single or several of
these factors will necessarily provide a
dispositive indication, the Department
will generally consider the new
company to be the successor to the
previous company if its resulting
operation is similar to that of its
predecessor. See, e.g., Industrial
Phosphoric Acid from Israel; Final
Results of Changed-Circumstances
Review, 59 FR 6944, 6945—46 (February
14, 1994), Brass Sheet and Strip from

Canada; Final Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review, 57 FR
20460, 20461 (May 13, 1992) (Brass
Sheet and Strip from Canada), and
AFBs from Japan. Thus, if the evidence
demonstrates that, with respect to the
production and sale of the subject
merchandise, the new company
operates as the same business entity as
the former company, the Department
will assign the new company the same
cash-deposit rate of its predecessor. See,
e.g., Brass Sheet and Strip from Canada.
On December 1, 1999, CDC ceased
production and marketing operations of
merchandise subject to the antidumping
duty order on gray portland cement and
clinker from Mexico. During
verification, the Department examined
the audited financial statements for CDC
and GCCC for the fiscal year ending
December 31, 1999. In addition, the
Department also examined the reports
from the independent auditors. Both of
these documents demonstrate that
CDC'’s current assets, fixed assets,
liabilities, stockholder equity, and
personnel were transferred to GCCC on
December 1, 1999. The Department also
examined the “Informe Especial de
Escision” (spin-off report), which was
presented to the board of directors of
CDC and which confirms that GCCC
will assume the property of all
machinery and equipment from CDC.
Further, CDC’s February 9, 2000,
questionnaire response at 2 also
indicated that it transferred all of its
production facilities, including its
physical plant, equipment, and
personnel, to GCCC. The Department
also reviewed the contract between the
unionized workers and the management
of GCCC which stated that GCCC
assumed all labor agreements pertaining
to CDC. In addition, GCCC
demonstrated that it had the same
members on its board of directors as
were formerly on the CDC board of
directors. The Department also
examined the CDC general
organizational structure for November
1999 and the GCCC general
organizational structure for January
2000 which confirmed that there were
no changes in personnel or functions.
The Department reviewed a sample
letter sent on November 24, 1999, to a
customer explaining that GCCC would
be created as a spin-off from CDC and
that the new company would be
producing, selling, and carrying on all
activities currently conducted by CDC.
In addition, at verification, Department
officials discussed the channels of
distribution for GCCC and observed that
there were no changes from those which
CDC used. Also at verification, the
Department reviewed exhibits
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identifying the types of customers
which purchase GCCC’s cement through
the bulk channel of distribution and the
bag channel of distribution for the
United States and Mexico. These lists
were identical to the lists of customer
categories provided by CDC in its
questionnaire response for the 1998/
1999 administrative review of the order
currently in progress. In addition, in
CDC'’s February 9, 2000, changed-
circumstances questionnaire response at
16, CDC states that GCCC has the
identical customer base and supplier
relationships as CDC.

During verification, the Department
verifiers also examined the list of
product codes for CDC prior to the
reorganization and the product codes for
GCCC after the reorganization and
observed that there were no changes.
The Department examined the
November 1999 cost-of-production
worksheets for CDC and tied the
consolidated ending-inventory values to
the beginning GCCC December 1999
cost-of-production worksheet. The
GCCC inventory values tied to the
monthly trial balances by plant.

As discussed above, CDC has
demonstrated that it transferred its
management, production facilities,
supplier relationships, and customer
base to the newly created company
GCCC. As such, based on our analysis
of information on the record, we
preliminarily determine that GCCC is
the successor-in-interest to CDC.

Public Comment

Any interested party may request a
hearing within 10 days of publication of
this notice. Any hearing, if requested,
will be held no later than 25 days after
the date of publication of this notice, or
the first workday thereafter. Case briefs
and/or written comments from
interested parties may be submitted not
later than 14 days after the date of
publication of this notice. Rebuttal
briefs and rebuttals to written
comments, limited to the issues raised
in those comments, may be filed not
later than 21 days after the date of
publication of this notice. All written
comments shall be submitted in
accordance with 19 CFR 351.303.
Persons interested in attending the
hearing, if one is requested, should
contact the Department for the date and
time of the hearing. The Department
will publish the final results of this
changed-circumstances review,
including the results of its analysis of
issues raised in any written comments.

We are issuing and publishing this
determination and notice in accordance
with sections 751(b)(1) and 777(i)(1) of

the Act and 19 CFR 351.216 and
351.222.

Dated: August 11, 2000.
Troy H. Cribb,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 00-20983 Filed 8—16-00; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS—P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
International Trade Administration
[A-588-836]

Polyvinyl Alcohol From Japan: Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review

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

ACTION: Notice of final results of
antidumping duty administrative
review.

SUMMARY: On June 7, 2000, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results of the administrative
review of the antidumping duty order
on polyvinyl alcohol from Japan. The
review covers Kuraray Co., Ltd., a
manufacturer/exporter of the subject
merchandise. The period of review is
May 1, 1998, through April 30, 1999.

We received no comments from
interested parties on our preliminary
results. As a result, we have made no
changes to the margin calculation.
Accordingly, the final results of this
administrative review do not differ from
the preliminary results. The final
weighted-average dumping margin for
Kuraray Co., Ltd. is listed below in the
section entitled “Final Results of
Review.”

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 17, 2000.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara Wojcik-Betancourt or Brian
Smith, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482-0629 or (202) 482-1766,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
The Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (the Act), are references to the
provisions effective January 1, 1995, the
effective date of the amendments made
to the Act by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (URAA). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department of Commerce’s (the

Department’s) regulations are to 19 CFR
Part 351 (April 2000).

Background

The review covers one manufacturer/
exporter, Kuraray Co., Ltd. (Kuraray).
The period of review (POR) is May 1,
1998, through April 30, 1999.

On June 7, 2000, the Department
published in the Federal Register the
preliminary results of the first
antidumping duty administrative review
of the antidumping duty order on
polyvinyl alcohol (PVA) from Japan (65
FR 36112).

We invited parties to comment on the
preliminary results of the review.
Neither the petitioner nor Kuraray
submitted comments. The Department
has conducted this administrative
review in accordance with section 751
of the Act.

Scope of Review

The product covered by this review is
PVA. PVA is a dry, white to cream-
colored, water-soluble synthetic
polymer. This product consists of
polyvinyl alcohols hydrolyzed in excess
of 85 percent, whether or not mixed or
diluted with defoamer or boric acid.
Excluded from this review are PVAs
covalently bonded with acetoacetylate,
carboxylic acid, or sulfonic acid
uniformly present on all polymer chains
in a concentration equal to or greater
than two mole percent, and PVAs
covalently bonded with silane
uniformly present on all polymer chains
in a concentration equal to or greater
than one-tenth of one mole percent.
PVA in fiber form is not included in the
scope of this review.

The merchandise under review is
currently classifiable under subheading
3905.30.00 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States
(“HTSUS”). Although the HTSUS
subheading is provided for convenience
and customs purposes, our written
description of the scope is dispositive.

Changes Since the Preliminary Results

Since neither party submitted
comments for consideration in the final
results, our final results remain
unchanged from the preliminary results.

Final Results of Review

We determine that the following
weighted-average margin percentage
exists for Kuraray for the period May 1,
1998, through April 30, 1999:

Margin
Manufacturer/exporter (percent)
Kuraray ........cccceevviiiiiiiiniiien, 2.07
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