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Signed at Washington, DG, this 8th day of
January 2003.

Faryar Shirzad,

Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Import
Administration, Alternate Chairman, Foreign-
Trade Zones Board.

Attest:
Dennis Puccinelli,
Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03—-983 Filed 1-15-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Order No. 1264]

Grant of Authority for Subzone Status,
Deepsea Flexibles, Inc. (Flexible
Pipeline); Galveston, Texas

Pursuant to its authority under the
Foreign-Trade Zones Act, of June 18,
1934, as amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u),
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the
Board) adopts the following Order:

Whereas, the Foreign-Trade Zones Act
provides for “* * * the establishment
* * * of foreign-trade zones in ports of
entry of the United States, to expedite
and encourage foreign commerce, and
for other purposes,” and authorizes the
Foreign-Trade Zones Board to grant to
qualified corporations the privilege of
establishing foreign-trade zones in or
adjacent to U.S. Customs ports of entry;

Whereas, the Board’s regulations (15
CFR part 400) provide for the
establishment of special-purpose
subzones when existing zone facilities
cannot serve the specific use involved,
and when the activity results in a
significant public benefit and is in the
public interest;

Whereas, the Board of Trustees of the
Galveston Wharves, grantee of Foreign-
Trade Zone 36, has made application to
the Board for authority to establish a
special-purpose subzone at the flexible
pipeline manufacturing and
warehousing facilities of Deepsea
Flexibles, Inc., located in Galveston,
Texas (FTZ Docket 10-2002, filed 2/6/
02);

Whereas, notice inviting public
comment was given in the Federal
Register (67 FR 7133, February 15,
2002); and,

Whereas, the Board adopts the
findings and recommendations of the
examiner’s report, and finds that the
requirements of the FTZ Act and the
Board’s regulations are satisfied, and
that approval of the application would
be in the public interest if approval was
subject to restriction;

Now, therefore, the Board hereby
grants authority for subzone status at the

flexible pipeline manufacturing and
warehousing facilities of Deepsea
Flexibles, Inc., located in Galveston,
Texas (Subzone 36A), at the location
described in the application, and subject
to the FTZ Act and the Board’s
regulations, including §400.28, and
further subject to a restriction requiring
that all aramid fiber be admitted to the
subzone in privileged foreign status.
Signed at Washington, DG, this 8th day of
January, 2002.
Faryar Shirzad,
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for Import
Administration, Alternate Chairman, Foreign-
Trade Zones Board.
Attest:
Dennis Puccinelli,
Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03-982 Filed 1-15-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-580-825]

Oil Country Tubular Goods, Other
Than Drill Pipe, from Korea: Final
Results of New Shipper Review and
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce.
SUMMARY: On September 11, 2002, the
Department of Commerce (the
Department) published the preliminary
results of its new shipper review and
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on oil country
tubular goods, other than drill pipe
(OCTG) from Korea. See Oil Country
Tubular Goods, Other Than Drill Pipe,
From Korea: Preliminary Results of New
Shipper Review and Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, and Rescission,
in Part, of the Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, 67 FR 57570
(September 11, 2002) (Preliminary
Results). The new shipper review covers
Shinho Steel Co., Ltd. (Shinho Steel) for
the period August 1, 2000 through
February 28, 2001. The administrative
review covers SeAH Steel Corporation
(SeAH) for the period August 1, 2000
through July 31, 2001. We gave
interested parties an opportunity to
comment on our Preliminary Results.
The final results are listed below in the
sections entitled “Final Results of
Administrative Review” and “Final
Results of New Shipper Review.”
EFFECTIVE DATE: January 16, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Thomas Gilgunn at (202) 482-4236,

Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On August 11, 1995, the Department
published in the Federal Register an
antidumping duty order on OCTG from
Korea (60 FR 41058). The antidumping
duty order on OCTG from Korea has an
August anniversary date and a February
semi-annual anniversary date. On
February 28, 2001, Shinho Steel
requested a new shipper review for the
period August 1, 2000 through February
28, 2001. (At Shinho Steel’s request, we
extended the standard six month period
seven months to cover the customs
entry.) On August 31, 2001, Shinho
Steel also requested an administrative
review to cover the period March 1,
2001 through July 31, 2001. Shinho
Steel withdrew its request for an
administrative review for the period
March 1, 2001 through July 31, 2001 on
October 2, 2001. On January 22, 2002,
Shinho Steel waived the time limits
applicable to its new shipper review so
that the Department might conduct its
new shipper review concurrently with
the 2000/2001 administrative review of
OCTG from Korea.

On September 11, 2002, the
Department published its preliminary
results for the new shipper review of
Shinho Steel and administrative review
of SeAH and rescinded its
administrative review of Shinho Steel
for the period March 1, 2001 through
July 31, 2001. The rescission was based
on the fact that Shinho Steel had no
sales other than those analyzed in the
new shipper review. See Oil Country
Tubular Goods, Other Than Drill Pipe,
From Korea: Preliminary Results of New
Shipper Review and Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, and Rescission,
in Part, of the Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, 67 FR 57570
(September 11, 2002) (Preliminary
Results).

In the Preliminary Results, the
Department also stated that a changed
circumstances review addressing
Shinho Steel’s decision to legally
change its name to Husteel was being
conducted under another antidumping
duty order (Certain Circular Welded
Non-Alloy Steel Pipe from Korea (A—
580—809)). The Department has since
completed that changed circumstances
review and found that Husteel is the
“successor-in-interest”” to Shinho Steel
for antidumping duty cash deposit
purposes and that Husteel would be
assigned the same cash deposit rate with
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respect to the subject merchandise as
the predecessor company, Shinho Steel.
See Certain Circular Welded Non-Alloy
Steel Pipe from the Republic of Korea;
Final Results of Changed Circumstances
Review, 67 FR 69716, (November 19,
2002). Therefore, Husteel will be
assigned the same cash deposit rate with
respect to the subject merchandise as
Shinho Steel, the predecessor company.
This cash deposit requirement will be
effective upon publication of these final
results.

Scope of the Antidumping Duty Order

The products covered by this order
are oil country tubular goods (“OCTG”),
hollow steel products of circular cross-
section, including only oil well casing
and tubing, of iron (other than cast iron)
or steel (both carbon and alloy), whether
seamless or welded, whether or not
conforming to American Petroleum
Institute (‘““API’’) or non-API
specifications, whether finished or
unfinished (including green tubes and
limited service OCTG products). This
scope does not cover casing or tubing
pipe containing 10.5 percent or more of
chromium, or drill pipe. The products
subject to this order are currently
classified in the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States
(“HTSUS”’) under item numbers:
7304.29.10.10, 7304.29.10.20,
7304.29.10.30, 7304.29.10.40,
7304.29.10.50, 7304.29.10.60,
7304.29.10.80, 7304.29.20.10,
7304.29.20.20, 7304.29.20.30,
7304.29.20.40, 7304.29.20.50,
7304.29.20.60, 7304.29.20.80,
7304.29.30.10, 7304.29.30.20,
7304.29.30.30, 7304.29.30.40,
7304.29.30.50, 7304.29.30.60,
7304.29.30.80, 7304.29.40.10,
7304.29.40.20, 7304.29.40.30,
7304.29.40.40, 7304.29.40.50,
7304.29.40.60, 7304.29.40.80,
7304.29.50.15, 7304.29.50.30,
7304.29.50.45, 7304.29.50.60,
7304.29.50.75, 7304.29.60.15,
7304.29.60.30, 7304.29.60.45,
7304.29.60.60, 7304.29.60.75,
7305.20.20.00, 7305.20.40.00,
7305.20.60.00, 7305.20.80.00,
7306.20.10.30, 7306.20.10.90,
7306.20.20.00, 7306.20.30.00,
7306.20.40.00, 7306.20.60.10,
7306.20.60.50, 7306.20.80.10, and
7306.20.80.50. The HTSUS item
numbers are provided for convenience
and Customs purposes. The written
description remains dispositive of the
scope of this review.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the briefs filed by
parties to this administrative review are
addressed in the Memorandum from

Joseph A. Spetrini, Deputy Assistant
Secretary for AD/CVD Enforcement
Group 11, to Faryar Shirzad, Assistant
Secretary for Import Administration:
Issues and Decision Memorandum for
the New Shipper Review and the
Administrative Review of Oil Country
Tubular Goods, Other Than Drill Pipe,
From Korea dated January 9, 2003
(Decision Memo), which is hereby
adopted by this notice.

A list of the issues which parties have
raised and to which we have responded,
all of which are in the Decision Memo,
is attached to this notice as an
appendix. Parties can find a complete
discussion of all issues raised in this
review and the corresponding
recommendations in this public
memorandum, which is on file in the
Central Records Unit, room B—099 of the
main Commerce Building. In addition, a
complete version of the Decision Memo
can be accessed directly on the Internet
at http://ia.ita.doc.gov. The paper copy
and electronic version of the Decision
Memo are identical in content.

Changes Since the Preliminary Results

Based on our analysis of comments
received, we have made one change in
the margin calculation for SeAH. We
have removed from our calculation of
normal value a deduction for foreign
inventory carrying costs (DINVCARU).
For a discussion of this issue, please
refer to the Decision Memo at Comment
2.

Final Results of Administrative Review

We determine that the following
weighted-average margin exists for the
period August 1, 2000, through July 31,
2001:

Margin
Manufacturer/Exporter (percent)
SeAH Steel Corporation ........... 0.32

Final Results of New Shipper Review

We determine that the following
weighted-average margin exists for the
period August 1, 2000 through February
28, 2001:

Margin
Manufacturer and Exporter (percent)
Shinho Steel Corporation/
Husteel ........cccooviiviienniieene 0.00

Assessment Rates

The Department shall determine, and
the Customs Service shall assess,
antidumping duties on all appropriate
entries. We have calculated importer-
specific ad valorem assessment rates for
SeAH based on entered values. We will

direct the Customs Service to assess the
ad valorem assessment rate against the
entered customs value for each entry of
subject merchandise from SeAH during
the review period. Since the dumping
margin for Shinho Steel/Husteel is zero,
no duties will be assessed on entries
pursuant to the reviewed sales. The
Department will issue appropriate
appraisement instructions directly to
the Customs Service within 15 days of
publication of the final results of
review. For customs purposes only, this
case is identified using case number A—
580-215.

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following deposit requirements
shall be effective for all shipments of the
subject merchandise from Korea that are
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse,
for consumption on or after the
publication date of the final results of
this administrative review and the new
shipper review, as provided for by
section 751(a)(1) of the Act. Since the
weighted-average margin for SeAH is
less than 0.5 percent and therefore de
minimis, the Department shall require
no deposit of estimated antidumping
duties for subject merchandise exported
by SeAH. Since the weighted-average
margin for Shinho Steel/Husteel is less
than 0.5 percent and therefore de
minimis, the Department shall require
no deposit of estimated antidumping
duties for subject merchandise
produced and exported by Shinho Steel/
Husteel. For subject merchandise
exported by Shinho Steel/Husteel but
not produced by Shinho Steel/Husteel,
the cash deposit rate will be the ““all
others” rate. Bonding will no longer be
permitted to fulfill security
requirements for shipments from
Shinho Steel/Husteel of subject
merchandise from Korea entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse. For
previously investigated or reviewed
companies not listed above, the cash
deposit rate will continue to be the
company-specific rate published for the
most recent period. If the exporter is not
a firm covered in this review, or the
original 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. The cash deposit rate
for all other manufacturers or exporters
of this merchandise will continue to be
12.17 percent, the all others rate made
effective by the less-than-fair-value
investigation. These requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
publication of the final results of the
next administrative review.

This notice serves as a final reminder
to importers of their responsibility
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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 subsequent
assessment of double antidumping
duties.

This notice also 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 section 351.305(a)(3) of the
Department’s regulations. 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 the terms of an
APO is a sanctionable violation.

These final results of administrative
review and new shipper review and
notice are issued and published in
accordance with sections 751(a)(1) of
the Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) and 19
CFR 351.213 and 19 CFR 351.221(b)(5).

Dated: January 9, 2003.
Faryar Shirzad,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

Appendix

List of Issues

1. Freight Revenue and Constructed Export
Price (CEP)

2. Indirect Selling Expenses in Korea

3. Cash Deposit Instructions for Husteel

4. Liquidation of Shinho Steel/Husteel’s
Entries

[FR Doc. 03-984 Filed 1-15-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-825]

Sebacic Acid from the People’s
Republic of China: Notice of Initiation
of Changed Circumstances Review
and Consideration of Revocation of the
Antidumping Duty Order

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

ACTION: Notice of initiation of changed
circumstances review.

SUMMARY: In accordance with 19 CFR
351.216(b), Morflex, Inc., a U.S.
importer of subject merchandise and an
interested party in this proceeding, filed

a request for a changed circumstances
review of the antidumping duty order
on sebacic acid from the People’s
Republic of China, as described below.
In response to this request, the
Department of Commerce is initiating a
changed circumstances review of the
antidumping duty order on sebacic acid
from the People’s Republic of China.

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 16, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Mike Strollo or Gregory E. Kalbaugh,
Office 2, AD/CVD Enforcement Group I,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230; telephone: (202) 482—-0629 or
(202) 482-3693, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On July 14, 1994, the Department
published in the Federal Register the
antidumping duty order on sebacic acid
from the People’s Republic of China.
See Antidumping Duty Order: Sebacic
Acid From the People’s Republic of
China, 59 FR 35909 (July 14, 1994). On
November 26, 2002, Morflex, Inc.
(Morflex), a U.S. importer of subject
merchandise and an interested party in
this proceeding, requested that the
Department revoke the antidumping
duty order on sebacic acid from the
People’s Republic of China (PRC)
through a changed circumstances
review. According to Morflex, Arizona
Chemical Corporation (Arizona
Chemical) will cease production of
subject merchandise in the United
States at the end of November 2002.
Arizona Chemical is the successor-in-
interest to the original petitioner in this
proceeding, Union Camp Corporation.
In addition, on September 25, 2002,
prior to Morflex’s request, Arizona
Chemical notified the Department that it
intended to cease production of sebacic
acid no later than December 31, 2002.

Scope of the Review

The products covered by this review
are all grades of sebacic acid, a
dicarboxylic acid with the formula
(CH2)s(COOH)2, which include but are
not limited to CP Grade (500ppm
maximum ash, 25 maximum APHA
color), Purified Grade (1000ppm
maximum ash, 50 maximum APHA
color), and Nylon Grade (500ppm
maximum ash, 70 maximum ICV color).
The principal difference between the
grades is the quantity of ash and color.
Sebacic acid contains a minimum of 85
percent dibasic acids of which the
predominant species is the Cio dibasic

acid. Sebacic acid is sold generally as a
free-flowing powder/flake.

Sebacic acid has numerous industrial
uses, including the production of nylon
6/10 (a polymer used for paintbrush and
toothbrush bristles and paper machine
felts), plasticizers, esters, automotive
coolants, polyamides, polyester castings
and films, inks and adhesives,
lubricants, and polyurethane castings
and coatings.

Sebacic acid is currently classifiable
under subheading 2917.13.00.30 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 of this
proceeding is dispositive.

Initiation of Changed Circumstances
Review

Pursuant to section 782(h)(2) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act),
the Department may revoke an
antidumping or countervailing duty
order based on a review under section
751(b) of the Act (i.e., a changed
circumstances review). Section 751(b)(1)
of the Act requires a changed
circumstances review to be conducted
upon receipt of a request which shows
changed circumstances sufficient to
warrant a review. 19 CFR 351.222(g)
provides that the Department will
conduct a changed circumstances
review under 19 CFR 351.216 and may
revoke an order (in whole or in part) if
it determines that producers accounting
for substantially all of the production of
the domestic like product to which the
order (or the part of the order to be
revoked) pertains have expressed a lack
of interest in the relief provided by the
order, in whole or in part, or if changed
circumstances exist sufficient to warrant
revocation.

In this case, the Department finds that
the information submitted provides
sufficient evidence of changed
circumstances to warrant a review.
Given Moreflex’s assertions, we will
consider whether there is interest in
continuing the order on the part of the
U.S. industry.

Interested parties may submit
comments for consideration in the
Department’s preliminary results not
later than 20 days after publication of
this notice. Responses to those
comments may be submitted not later
than 10 days following submission of
the comments. All written comments
must be submitted in accordance with
19 CFR 351.303, and must be served on
all interested parties on the
Department’s service list in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.303.
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