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for a copy of your comments, we intend
to make them available in their entirety,
including your name and address (or
your e-mail address if you file
electronically). However, if you do not
want us to release your name and
address (or e-mail address) in response
to a FOIA request, you must state this
prominently at the beginning of your
comment. We will honor your wish to
the extent allowed by the law. All
submissions from organizations or
businesses and from individuals
identifying themselves as
representatives or officials of
organizations or business will be in
their entirety, including names and
addresses (or e-mail addresses).
Electronic Access and Filing Address:
Commenters may transmit comments
electronically via the Internet to:
lee_barkow@blm.gov. Please include the
identifier ‘‘Science4’’ in the subject of
your message and your name and
address in the body of your message.
III. Accessibility
The meeting sites are accessible to
individuals with disabilities. An
individual with a disability who will
need an auxiliary aid or service to
participate in the hearing, such as
interpreting service, assistive listening
device, or materials in an alternate
format, must notify the person
listedunder FOR FURTHER INFORMATION
CONTACT two weeks before the
scheduled hearing date. Although BLM
will attempt to meet a request received
after that date, the requested auxiliary
aid or service may not be available
because of insufficient time to arrange
it.
Lee Barkow,
National Science and Technology Center.
[FR Doc. 01–32125 Filed 12–31–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–84–M

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[AZA 31896]

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal;
Arizona
AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management,
Interior.
ACTION: Notice.
SUMMARY: The United States Forest
Service proposes to withdraw 20 acres
of National Forest System land to
protect the Federal investment in the
Rocky Mountain Research Station. This
notice segregates the land for up to 2
years from location and entry under the
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United States mining laws. The land
will remain open to all other uses which
may by law be made of National Forest
System land.
DATES: Comments should be received on
or before April 2, 2002.
ADDRESSES: Comments should be sent to
the Forest Supervisor, Coconino
National Forest, 2323 E. Greenlaw Lane,
Flagstaff, Arizona 86004.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Pete
Mourtsen, Coconino National Forest,
928–527–3414.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Forest
Service proposes to withdraw the
following described National Forest
System land from location and entry
under the United States mining laws,
subject to valid existing rights:
Coconino National Forest,
Gila and Salt River Meridian,
T. 21 N., R. 7 E.,
sec. 27, S1⁄2NW1⁄4NW1⁄4.
The area described contains 20 acres in
Coconino County.

For a period of 90 days from the date
of publication of this notice, all persons
who wish to submit comments,
suggestions, or objections in connection
with the proposed withdrawal may
present their views in writing to the
Forest Supervisor of the Coconino
National Forest.
Notice is hereby given that an
opportunity for a public meeting is
afforded in connection with the
proposed withdrawal. All interested
persons who desire a public meeting for
the purpose of being heard on the
proposed withdrawal must submit a
written request, by the date specified
above, to the Forest Supervisor,
Coconino National Forest. Upon
determination by the authorized officer
that a public meeting will be held, a
notice of time and place will be
published in the Federal Register at
least 30 days before the scheduled date
of the meeting.
The application will be processed in
accordance with the regulations set
forth in 43 CFR 2300.
For a period of 2 years from the date
of publication of this notice in the
Federal Register, the land will be
segregated as specified above unless the
application is denied or canceled or the
withdrawal is approved prior to that
date.
Dated: December 2, 2001.
Steve J. Gobat,
Acting Deputy State Director, Resources
Division.
[FR Doc. 01–32127 Filed 12–31–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–11–P
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION
[Investigations Nos. 731–TA–741–743
(Review)]

Melamine Institutional Dinnerware
From China, Indonesia, and Taiwan
AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.
ACTION: Institution of five-year reviews
concerning the antidumping duty orders
on melamine institutional dinnerware
from China, Indonesia, and Taiwan.
SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives
notice that it has instituted reviews
pursuant to section 751(c) of the Tariff
Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675(c)) (the Act)
to determine whether revocation of the
antidumping duty orders on melamine
institutional dinnerware from China,
Indonesia, and Taiwan would be likely
to lead to continuation or recurrence of
material injury. Pursuant to section
751(c)(2) of the Act, interested parties
are requested to respond to this notice
by submitting the information specified
below to the Commission; 1 to be
assured of consideration, the deadline
for responses is February 21, 2002.
Comments on the adequacy of responses
may be filed with the Commission by
March 18, 2002. For further information
concerning the conduct of these reviews
and rules of general application, consult
the Commission’s Rules of Practice and
Procedure, part 201, subparts A through
E (19 CFR part 201), and part 207,
subparts A, D, E, and F (19 CFR part
207).
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 2, 2002.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mary Messer (202–205–3193), Office of
Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street SW.,
Washington, DC 20436. Hearingimpaired persons can obtain
information on this matter by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202–
205–1810. Persons with mobility
impairments who will need special
assistance in gaining access to the
Commission should contact the Office
of the Secretary at 202–205–2000.
General information concerning the
Commission may also be obtained by
accessing its Internet server (http://
1 No response to this request for information is
required if a currently valid Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) number is not displayed; the
OMB number is 3117–0016/USITC No. 02–5–067,
expiration date July 31, 2002. Public reporting
burden for the request is estimated to average 7
hours per response. Please send comments
regarding the accuracy of this burden estimate to
the Office of Investigations, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW., Washington, DC
20436.
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www.usitc.gov). The public record for
these investigations may be viewed on
the Commission’s electronic docket
(EDIS-ON-LINE) at http://
dockets.usitc.gov/eol/public.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background
On February 25, 1997, the Department
of Commerce issued antidumping duty
orders on imports of melamine
institutional dinnerware from China,
Indonesia, and Taiwan (62 FR 8426).
The Commission is conducting reviews
to determine whether revocation of the
orders would be likely to lead to
continuation or recurrence of material
injury to the domestic industry within
a reasonably foreseeable time. It will
assess the adequacy of interested party
responses to this notice of institution to
determine whether to conduct full
reviews or expedited reviews. The
Commission’s determinations in any
expedited reviews will be based on the
facts available, which may include
information provided in response to this
notice.
Definitions
The following definitions apply to
these reviews:
(1) Subject Merchandise is the class or
kind of merchandise that is within the
scope of the five-year reviews, as
defined by the Department of
Commerce.
(2) The Subject Countries in these
reviews are China, Indonesia, and
Taiwan.
(3) The Domestic Like Product is the
domestically produced product or
products which are like, or in the
absence of like, most similar in
characteristics and uses with, the
Subject Merchandise. In its original
determinations, the Commission
defined the Domestic Like Product as
melamine institutional dinnerware.
(4) The Domestic Industry is the U.S.
producers as a whole of the Domestic
Like Product, or those producers whose
collective output of the Domestic Like
Product constitutes a major proportion
of the total domestic production of the
product. In its original determinations,
the Commission defined the Domestic
Industry as producers of melamine
institutional dinnerware.
(5) The Order Date is the date that the
antidumping duty orders under review
became effective. In these reviews, the
Order Date is February 25, 1997.
(6) An Importer is any person or firm
engaged, either directly or through a
parent company or subsidiary, in
importing the Subject Merchandise into
the United States from a foreign
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manufacturer or through its selling
agent.
Participation in the Reviews and Public
Service List
Persons, including industrial users of
the Subject Merchandise and, if the
merchandise is sold at the retail level,
representative consumer organizations,
wishing to participate in the reviews as
parties must file an entry of appearance
with the Secretary to the Commission,
as provided in section 201.11(b)(4) of
the Commission’s rules, no later than 21
days after publication of this notice in
the Federal Register. The Secretary will
maintain a public service list containing
the names and addresses of all persons,
or their representatives, who are parties
to the reviews.
Former Commission employees who
are seeking to appear in Commission
five-year reviews are reminded that they
are required, pursuant to 19 CFR
§ 201.15, to seek Commission approval
if the matter in which they are seeking
to appear was pending in any manner or
form during their Commission
employment. The Commission’s
designated agency ethics official has
advised that a five-year review is the
‘‘same particular matter’’ as the
underlying original investigation for
purposes of 19 CFR 201.15 and 18
U.S.C. 207, the post employment statute
for Federal employees. Former
employees may seek informal advice
from Commission ethics officials with
respect to this and the related issue of
whether the employee’s participation
was ‘‘personal and substantial.’’
However, any informal consultation will
not relieve former employees of the
obligation to seek approval to appear
from the Commission under its rule
201.15. For ethics advice, contact Carol
McCue Verratti, Deputy Agency Ethics
Official, at 202–205–3088.
Limited Disclosure of Business
Proprietary Information (BPI) Under an
Administrative Protective Order (APO)
and APO Service List
Pursuant to section 207.7(a) of the
Commission’s rules, the Secretary will
make BPI submitted in these reviews
available to authorized applicants under
the APO issued in the reviews, provided
that the application is made no later
than 21 days after publication of this
notice in the Federal Register.
Authorized applicants must represent
interested parties, as defined in 19
U.S.C. 1677(9), who are parties to the
reviews. A separate service list will be
maintained by the Secretary for those
parties authorized to receive BPI under
the APO.
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Certification
Pursuant to section 207.3 of the
Commission’s rules, any person
submitting information to the
Commission in connection with these
reviews must certify that the
information is accurate and complete to
the best of the submitter’s knowledge. In
making the certification, the submitter
will be deemed to consent, unless
otherwise specified, for the
Commission, its employees, and
contract personnel to use the
information provided in any other
reviews or investigations of the same or
comparable products which the
Commission conducts under Title VII of
the Act, or in internal audits and
investigations relating to the programs
and operations of the Commission
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. Appendix 3.
Written Submissions
Pursuant to section 207.61 of the
Commission’s rules, each interested
party response to this notice must
provide the information specified
below. The deadline for filing such
responses is February 21, 2002.
Pursuant to section 207.62(b) of the
Commission’s rules, eligible parties (as
specified in Commission rule
207.62(b)(1)) may also file comments
concerning the adequacy of responses to
the notice of institution and whether the
Commission should conduct expedited
or full reviews. The deadline for filing
such comments is March 18, 2002. All
written submissions must conform with
the provisions of sections 201.8 and
207.3 of the Commission’s rules and any
submissions that contain BPI must also
conform with the requirements of
sections 201.6 and 207.7 of the
Commission’s rules. The Commission’s
rules do not authorize filing of
submissions with the Secretary by
facsimile or electronic means. Also, in
accordance with sections 201.16(c) and
207.3 of the Commission’s rules, each
document filed by a party to the reviews
must be served on all other parties to
the reviews (as identified by either the
public or APO service list as
appropriate), and a certificate of service
must accompany the document (if you
are not a party to the reviews you do not
need to serve your response).
Inability To Provide Requested
Information
Pursuant to section 207.61(c) of the
Commission’s rules, any interested
party that cannot furnish the
information requested by this notice in
the requested form and manner shall
notify the Commission at the earliest
possible time, provide a full explanation
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of why it cannot provide the requested
information, and indicate alternative
forms in which it can provide
equivalent information. If an interested
party does not provide this notification
(or the Commission finds the
explanation provided in the notification
inadequate) and fails to provide a
complete response to this notice, the
Commission may take an adverse
inference against the party pursuant to
section 776(b) of the Act in making its
determinations in the reviews.
Information To Be Provided in
Response to This Notice of Institution
If you are a domestic producer, union/
worker group, or trade/business
association; import/export Subject
Merchandise from more than one
Subject Country; or produce Subject
Merchandise in more than one Subject
Country, you may file a single response.
If you do so, please ensure that your
response to each question includes the
information requested for each pertinent
Subject Country. As used below, the
term ‘‘firm’’ includes any related firms.
(1) The name and address of your firm
or entity (including World Wide Web
address if available) and name,
telephone number, fax number, and Email address of the certifying official.
(2) A statement indicating whether
your firm/entity is a U.S. producer of
the Domestic Like Product, a U.S. union
or worker group, a U.S. importer of the
Subject Merchandise, a foreign producer
or exporter of the Subject Merchandise,
a U.S. or foreign trade or business
association, or another interested party
(including an explanation). If you are a
union/worker group or trade/business
association, identify the firms in which
your workers are employed or which are
members of your association.
(3) A statement indicating whether
your firm/entity is willing to participate
in these reviews by providing
information requested by the
Commission.
(4) A statement of the likely effects of
the revocation of the antidumping duty
orders on the Domestic Industry in
general and/or your firm/entity
specifically. In your response, please
discuss the various factors specified in
section 752(a) of the Act (19 U.S.C.
1675a(a)) including the likely volume of
subject imports, likely price effects of
subject imports, and likely impact of
imports of Subject Merchandise on the
Domestic Industry.
(5) A list of all known and currently
operating U.S. producers of the
Domestic Like Product. Identify any
known related parties and the nature of
the relationship as defined in section

VerDate Jan<31>2003

13:33 Jul 11, 2003

Jkt 200001

771(4)(B) of the Act (19 U.S.C.
1677(4)(B)).
(6) A list of all known and currently
operating U.S. importers of the Subject
Merchandise and producers of the
Subject Merchandise in each Subject
Country that currently export or have
exported Subject Merchandise to the
United States or other countries since
1996.
(7) If you are a U.S. producer of the
Domestic Like Product, provide the
following information on your firm’s
operations on that product during
calendar year 20001 (report quantity
data in thousands of pounds and value
data in thousands of U.S. dollars, f.o.b.
plant). If you are a union/worker group
or trade/business association, provide
the information, on an aggregate basis,
for the firms in which your workers are
employed/which are members of your
association.
(a) Production (quantity) and, if
known, an estimate of the percentage of
total U.S. production of the Domestic
Like Product accounted for by your
firm’s(s’) production;
(b) the quantity and value of U.S.
commercial shipments of the Domestic
Like Product produced in your U.S.
plant(s); and
(c) the quantity and value of U.S.
internal consumption/company
transfers of the Domestic Like Product
produced in your U.S. plant(s).
(8) If you are a U.S. importer or a
trade/business association of U.S.
importers of the Subject Merchandise
from the Subject Countries, provide the
following information on your firm’s(s’’)
operations on that product during
calendar year 2001 (report quantity data
in thousands of pounds and value data
in thousands of U.S. dollars). If you are
a trade/business association, provide the
information, on an aggregate basis, for
the firms which are members of your
association.
(a) The quantity and value (landed,
duty-paid but not including
antidumping or countervailing duties)
of U.S. imports and, if known, an
estimate of the percentage of total U.S.
imports of Subject Merchandise from
each Subject Country accounted for by
your firm’s(s’’) imports;
(b) the quantity and value (f.o.b. U.S.
port, including antidumping and/or
countervailing duties) of U.S.
commercial shipments of Subject
Merchandise imported from each
Subject Country; and
(c) the quantity and value (f.o.b. U.S.
port, including antidumping and/or
countervailing duties) of U.S. internal
consumption/company transfers of
Subject Merchandise imported from
each Subject Country.
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(9) If you are a producer, an exporter,
or a trade/business association of
producers or exporters of the Subject
Merchandise in the Subject Countries,
provide the following information on
your firm’s(s’’) operations on that
product during calendar year 2001
(report quantity data in thousands of
pounds and value data in thousands of
U.S. dollars, landed and duty-paid at
the U.S. port but not including
antidumping or countervailing duties).
If you are a trade/business association,
provide the information, on an aggregate
basis, for the firms which are members
of your association.
(a) Production (quantity) and, if
known, an estimate of the percentage of
total production of Subject Merchandise
in each Subject Country accounted for
by your firm’s(s’’) production; and
(b) the quantity and value of your
firm’s(s’’) exports to the United States of
Subject Merchandise and, if known, an
estimate of the percentage of total
exports to the United States of Subject
Merchandise from each Subject Country
accounted for by your firm’s(s’’) exports.
(10) Identify significant changes, if
any, in the supply and demand
conditions or business cycle for the
Domestic Like Product that have
occurred in the United States or in the
market for the Subject Merchandise in
each Subject Country since the Order
Date, and significant changes, if any,
that are likely to occur within a
reasonably foreseeable time. Supply
conditions to consider include
technology; production methods;
development efforts; ability to increase
production (including the shift of
production facilities used for other
products and the use, cost, or
availability of major inputs into
production); and factors related to the
ability to shift supply among different
national markets (including barriers to
importation in foreign markets or
changes in market demand abroad).
Demand conditions to consider include
end uses and applications; the existence
and availability of substitute products;
and the level of competition among the
Domestic Like Product produced in the
United States, Subject Merchandise
produced in each Subject Country, and
such merchandise from other countries.
(11) (OPTIONAL) A statement of
whether you agree with the above
definitions of the Domestic Like Product
and Domestic Industry; if you disagree
with either or both of these definitions,
please explain why and provide
alternative definitions.
Authority: These reviews are being
conducted under authority of title VII of the
Tariff Act of 1930; this notice is published
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pursuant to section 207.61 of the
Commission’s rules.

cost) payable to the Consent Decree
Library.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: December 20, 2001.
Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 01–32246 Filed 12–31–01; 8:45 am]

William D. Brighton,
Assistant Section Chief, Environmental
Enforcement Section, Environment and
Natural Resources, Division.
[FR Doc. 01–32223 Filed 12–31–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–18–M

BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

Notice of Lodging of Consent Decree
Under the Clean Air Act

Notice of Lodging of Consent Decree
Under the Clean Air Act
Under 28 CER part 50.7, notice is
hereby given that on November 7, 2001,
a proposed Consent Decree in United
States v. Aristech Chemical
Corporation, Civil Action No. C–1–01–
772, was lodged with the United States
District Court for the Southern District
of Ohio, Western Division.
In this action the United States seeks
civil penalties and injunctive relief
against Aristech Chemical Corporation
(‘‘Aristech’’) pursuant to section 113(b)
of the Clean Air Act (‘‘CAA’’), 42 U.S.C.
7413(b) (1983), amended by, 42 U.S.C.
7413(b) (Supp. 1991), for alleged
violations at Aristech’s Ironton, Ohio
facility. Under the settlement, Aristech
will pay a civil penalty of $450,000, and
apply for and obtain a permit for the
Phenol Expansion Project, under the
CAA’s Prevention of Significant
Deterioration (‘‘PSD’’) program, from the
State of Ohio, the permitting authority.
The Department of Justice will receive
for a period of thirty (30) days from the
date of this publication comments
relating to the Consent Decree.
Comments should be addressed to the
Assistant Attorney General,
Environment and Natural Resources
Division, U.S. Department of Justice, PO
Box 7611, Washington, DC 20044–7611,
and should refer to United States v.
Aristech Chemical Corporation, D.J. Ref.
90–5–2–1–06701/1.
The Consent Decree may be examined
at the Office of the United States
Attorney for the Southern District of
Ohio, Western Division, Potter Stuart
Federal Courthouse, 5th and Walnut
Streets, Room 220, Cincinnati, Ohio
45202, and at U.S. EPA Region 5, 77
West Jackson Blvd., Chicago, Illinois
60604. A copy of the Consent Decree
may also be obtained by mail from the
Consent Decree Library, PO Box 7611,
U.S. Department of Justice, Washington,
DC 20044–7611. In requesting a copy,
please enclose a check in the amount of
$7.75 (25 cents per page reproduction
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Under 28 CFR 50.7, notice is hereby
given that on December 20, 2001, a
proposed Complaint and Consent
Decree in United States v. Conoco Inc.,
Civil Action No. H–01–4430, was
lodged with the United States District
Court for the Southern District of Texas.
In this action the United States sought
civil penalties and injunctive relief
against Conoco Inc. (‘‘Conoco’’)
pursuant to Section 113(b) of the Clean
Air Act (‘‘CAA’’), 42 U.S.C. 7413(b)
(1983), amended by, 42 U.S.C. 7413(b)
(Supp. 1991), alleged violations at
Conoco’s 4 refineries in Colorado,
Montana, Oklahoma and Louisiana.
Under the settlement, Conoco will
implement innovative pollution control
technologies to greatly reduce emissions
of nitrogen oxides (‘‘NoX’’) and sulfur
dioxide (‘‘SO2’’) from refinery process
units and adopt facility-wide enhanced
monitoring and fugitive emission
control programs. In addition, Conoco
will pay a civil penalty of $1.5 million
and spend $5.5 million on supplemental
and beneficial environmental projects.
The states of Colorado, Montana,
Oklahoma and Louisiana will join in
this settlement as a signatories to the
Consent Decree.
The Department of Justice will receive
for a period of thirty (30) days from the
date of this publication comments
relating to the Consent Decree.
Comments should be addressed to the
Acting Assistant Attorney General,
Environment and Natural Resources
Division, P.O. Box 7611, U.S.
Department of Justice, Washington, DC
20044–7611, and should refer to United
States v. Conoco Inc., D.J. Ref. 90–5–2–
1–07295/1.
The Consent Decree may be examined
at the Office of the United States
Attorney, Southern District of Texas,
U.S. Courthouse, 515 Rusk, Houston,
Texas 77002, and at EPA Region 6, 1445
Ross Avenue, Dallas, Texas 75202. A
copy of the Consent Decree may also be
obtained by mail from the Consent
Decree Library, P.O. Box 7611, U.S.
Department of Justice, Washington, DC
20044–7611. In requesting a copy,
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please enclose a check in the amount of
$36.50 (25 cents per page reproduction
cost) payable to the Consent Decree
Library.
Robert Brook,
Assistant Chief, Environmental Enforcement
Section, Environment and Natural Resources
Division.
[FR Doc. 01–32222 Filed 12–31–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4410–15–M
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Notice of Lodging of Consent Decree
Under the Clean Air Act
Notice is hereby given that on
December 20, 2001 a proposed Consent
Decree (‘‘Decree’’) in United States v.
Conoco, Inc. Civil Action No. 01–2478,
was lodged with the United States
District Court for the District of
Colorado.
The proposed consent resolves claims
for civil penalties and permanent
injunctive relief for violation of the
National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (‘‘NESHAP’’)
requirements of section 112 of the CAA,
42 U.S.C. 7412, and the implementing
regulations pertaining to petroleum
refineries found at 40 CFR part 63,
subpart CC, at Conoco’s petroleum
refinery located at 5801 Brighton Blvd.
in Commerce City, Co.
Under the terms of the decree Conoco
will pay a civil penalty of $38,775.20,
and comply with all performance test
and reporting requirements applicable
to the flares. Conoco will also complete
two supplemental environmental
projects, at a cost of no less than
$130,000.
The Department of Justice will receive
for a period of thirty (30) days from the
date of this publication comments
relating to the Decree. Comments should
be addressed to the Assistant Attorney
General, Environment and Natural
Resources Division, Denver Field Office,
999 18th Street, Suite 945NT, Denver,
Co 80202, and should refer to United
States v. Conoco, Inc., D.J. Ref. 90–5–2–
1–07295.
The Decree may be examined at the
offices of the EPA Library, EPA Region
VIII, located at 999 18th Street, First
Floor, Denver, Colorado 80202. A copy
of the Decree may also be obtained by
mail from the Consent Decree Library,
P.O. Box 7611, U.S. Department of
Justice, Washington, DC 20044–7611. In
requesting a copy of the Decree, please
enclose a check payable to the Consent
Decree Library for $8.50 for a complete
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