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2. Establishment of a quorum.

3. Action on Minutes of the August
17, 2001, Stockholders’ meeting.

4. Secretary’s report on loans
approved, FY 2003.

5. Treasury’s report.

6. Privatization update, discussion,
and presentations.

7. Consideration of resolution to
conduct a Market Assessment.

8. New business.

9. Adjournment.
ACTION: Board of Directors meeting.
TIME AND DATE: Immediately following
Stockholders’ meeting, Friday,
November 14, 2003.
PLACE: Jefferson Auditorium, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, South
Building, 14th & Independence Avenue,
SW., Washington, DC.
STATUS: Open.
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: The
following matters have been placed on
the agenda for the Board of Directors
meeting (items 3 through 6 are only
necessary if a quorum is not established
in the stockholders’ meeting and these
items are not addressed previously):

1. Call to order.

2. Action on Minutes of the August
19, 2003, board meeting.

3. Secretary’s Report on loans
approved, FY 2003.

4. Treasurer’s Report.

5. Privatization update, discussion,
and presentations.

6. Consideration of resolution to
conduct a Market Assessment.

7. Governor’s Remarks.

8. Establishment of meeting dates for
2004.

9. Adjournment.
CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE INFORMATION:
Roberta D. Purcell, Assistant Governor,
Rural Telephone Bank, (202) 720-9554.

Dated: November 4, 2003.
Roberta D. Purcell,
Acting Governor, Rural Telephone Bank.
[FR Doc. 03—28080 Filed 11-4-03; 11:58 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-15-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Docket 56—2003]

Foreign-Trade Zone 158—Jackson, MS,
Application for Expansion of
Manufacturing Authority, Subzone
158D—Nissan North America, Inc.,
Plant (Motor Vehicles); Canton, MS

An application has been submitted to
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the
Board) by the Vicksburg-Jackson
Foreign-Trade Zone, Inc., grantee of FTZ

158, on behalf of Nissan North America,
Inc. (NNA), operator of Subzone 158D at
the NNA motor vehicle manufacturing
plant in Canton, Mississippi, requesting
an expansion of the scope of
manufacturing authority to include new
manufacturing capacity under FTZ
procedures. The application was
submitted pursuant to the provisions of
the Foreign-Trade Zones Act, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a—81u), and
section 400.32(b)(1) of the Board’s
regulations (15 CFR Part 400). It was
formally filed on October 29, 2003.

Subzone 158D was approved in 2002
for the manufacture of up to 250,000
light-duty passenger vehicles annually
at the NNA plant (up to 4,000
employees/1,350 acres/2.6 million sq.ft.)
in Canton (Madison County),
Mississippi (Board Order 1212, 67 FR
11091, 3—12-2002).

The applicant currently requests that
the scope of FTZ manufacturing
authority be extended to include an
additional 1.1 million square feet of
production area to accommodate
additional passenger sedan production
capacity (to a total of 400,000 vehicles
annually), which will be added within
the existing boundaries of Subzone
158D.

Parts and materials that are sourced
from abroad (approximately 44% of
material value, as published in the
original Federal Register notice at 66 FR
35223, 7-3—2001) include: Gasoline and
diesel engines and parts of such
engines, labels, body parts and trim,
fasteners, catalytic converters, parts of
steering systems, brake fittings, half
shafts, transmissions and parts of
transmissions, differentials, bearings
and bearing housings, flywheels/
pulleys, wiring harnesses, handles/
knobs, gaskets, fasteners, windshields
and windows, springs, relays, and
switches (duty rate range: free—8.6%).
The foregoing list represents NNA’s
preexisting scope of sourcing authority.

Expanded zone procedures would
continue to exempt NNA from Customs
duty payments on the foreign
components used in production for
export. On its domestic sales and
exports to NAFTA countries, the
company can choose the lower duty rate
that applies to finished passenger
vehicles (2.5%) for the foreign inputs
with higher duty rates noted above.
Duties on foreign-origin production
equipment would also be deferred until
they become operational. The
application indicates that the savings
from FTZ procedures helps to improve
the NNA plant’s international
competitiveness.

In accordance with the Board’s
regulations, a member of the FTZ Staff

has been designated examiner to

investigate the application and report to

the Board.

Public comment on the application is
invited from interested parties.
Submissions (original and three copies)
shall be addressed to the Board’s
Executive Secretary at the following
addresses:

1. Submissions via Express/Package
Delivery Services: Foreign-Trade
Zones Board, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Franklin Court Building-
Suite 4100W, 1099 14th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20005; or,

2. Submissions via the U.S. Postal
Service: Foreign-Trade Zones Board,
U.S. Department of Commerce, FCB—
4100W, 1401 Constitution Ave., NW.,
Washington, DC 20230.

The closing period for their receipt is
January 5, 2004. Rebuttal comments in
response to material submitted during
the foregoing period may be submitted
during the subsequent 15-day period (to
January 20, 2004).

A copy of the application will be
available for public inspection at the
Office of the Foreign-Trade Zones
Board’s Executive Secretary at address
No. 1 listed above.

Dated: October 29, 2003.
Dennis Puccinelli,
Executive Secretary.
[FR Doc. 03—-27966 Filed 11-5—-03; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-570-852]

Creatine Monohydrate From the
People’'s Republic of China:
Preliminary Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
is currently conducting an
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on creatine
monohydrate from the People’s
Republic of China. The period of review
is February 1, 2002, through January 31,
2003. This review covers imports of
subject merchandise from one producer/
exporter.

We preliminarily find that sales have
not been made at less than normal
value. If these preliminary results are
adopted in our final results of review,
we will instruct the U.S. Customs and
Border Protection Service (“CBP”’) to
liquidate entries of creatine
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monohydrate produced and exported by
Suzhou Sanjian Nutrient and Health
Products Co., Ltd., without regard to
antidumping duties.

We invite interested parties to
comment on these preliminary results.
We will issue the final results no later
than 120 days from the date of
publication of this notice.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 6, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Blanche Ziv, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW.,
Washington, DC 20230; telephone: (202)
482-4207.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On February 4, 2000, the Department
published an antidumping order on
creatine monohydrate from the People’s
Republic of China (“PRC”). See Notice
of Antidumping Duty Order: Creatine
Monohydrate from the People’s
Republic of China, 65 FR 5583
(February 4, 2000). On February 3, 2003,
the Department published in the
Federal Register an Antidumping or
Countervailing Duty Order, Finding, or
Suspended Investigation; Opportunity
to Request Administrative Review, 68
FR 5272 (February 3, 2003).

On February 28, 2003, in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.213(b), a
manufacturer/exporter of the subject
merchandise, Suzhou Sanjian Nutrient
& Health Products Co., Ltd. (“Sanjian”),
requested that the Department conduct
an administrative review of this order.
On March 25, 2003, we published a
notice of initiation of this review. See
Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Reviews and Requests for Revocations in
Part, 68 FR 14394 (March 25, 2003). The
period of this review (“POR”) is
February 1, 2002, through January 31,
2003.

On April 14, 2003, we issued an
antidumping questionnaire to Sanjian.
We issued a supplemental questionnaire
on July 18, 2003. We received responses
to the original and supplemental
questionnaires on May 21 and August 1,
2003, respectively.

Scope of the Review

Imports covered by this review are
creatine monohydrate, which is
commonly referred to as “creatine.” The
chemical name for creatine
monohydrate is N-(aminoiminomethyl)-
N-methylgycine monohydrate. The
Chemical Abstracts Service (“CAS”)
registry number for this product is
6020—87-7. Creatine monohydrate in its

pure form is a white, tasteless, odorless
powder, that is a naturally occurring
metabolite found in muscle tissue.
Creatine monohydrate is provided for in
subheading 2925.20.90 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (“HTSUS”). Although the
HTSUS subheading and the CAS
registry number are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, the
written description of the merchandise
under review is dispositive.

Separate Rates

The Department has treated the PRC
as a nonmarket economy (“NME”’)
country in all previous antidumping
cases. See, e.g., Notice of Final
Determination of Sales at Less than Fair
Value: Refined Brown Aluminum Oxide
(Otherwise known as Refined Brown
Artificial Corundum or Brown Fused
Alumina) from the People’s Republic of
China, 68 FR 55589 (September 26,
2003). It is the Department’s standard
policy to assign all exporters of the
merchandise subject to review in NME
countries a single rate unless an
exporter can demonstrate an absence of
government control, both in law (de
jure) and in fact (de facto), with respect
to exports. To establish whether an
exporter is sufficiently independent of
government control to be entitled to a
separate rate, the Department analyzes
the exporter in light of the criteria
established in the Final Determination
of Sales at Less Than Fair Value:
Sparklers from the People’s Republic of
China, 56 FR 20588 (May 6, 1991)
(“Sparklers”), as amplified in the Final
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value: Silicon Carbide from the
People’s Republic of China, 59 FR 22585
(May 2, 1994) (““Silicon Carbide”). In
this review, the sole respondent,
Sanjian, is a PRC company; therefore, a
separate rates analysis is necessary to
determine whether its export activities
are independent of government control.

Absence of De Jure Control

Evidence supporting, though not
requiring, a finding of de jure absence
of government control over export
activities includes: (1) An absence of
restrictive stipulations associated with
an individual exporter’s business and
export licenses; (2) any legislative
enactments decentralizing control of
companies; and (3) any other formal
measures by the government
decentralizing control of companies. See
Sparklers, 56 FR at 20589.

Absence of De Facto Control

A de facto analysis of absence of
government control over exports is
based on four factors—whether the

respondent: (1) Sets its own export
prices independent of the government
and other exporters; (2) retains the
proceeds from its export sales and
makes independent decisions regarding
the disposition of profits or financing of
losses; (3) has the authority to negotiate
and sign contracts and other
agreements; and (4) has autonomy from
the government regarding the selection
of management. See Silicon Carbide, 59
FR at 22587; see also Notice of Final
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value: Furfuryl Alcohol from the
People’s Republic of China, 60 FR
22544, 22545 (May 8, 1995) (“Furfuryl
Alcohol”).

In the Notice of Final Determination
of Sales at Less Than Fair Value:
Creatine Monohydrate from the People’s
Republic of China, 64 FR 71104, 71105
(December 20, 1999) (“LTFV
Investigation’), we determined that
there was de jure and de facto absence
of government control of Suzhou
Sanjian Fine Chemical Co. Ltd.”s
(“Suzhou Chemical”) export activities
and determined that Suzhou Chemical
warranted a company-specific dumping
margin. On April 18, 2003, we
determined that Sanjian was the
successor-in-interest to Suzhou
Chemical. See Creatine Monohydrate
from the People’s Republic of China:
Final Results of Changed Circumstances
Review, 68 FR 19189 (April 18, 2003)
(“Changed Circumstances Review”’). For
the POR, Sanjian responded to the
Department’s request for information
regarding separate rates. We have found
that the evidence on the record is
consistent with the final determination
in the LTFV Investigation and the
Changed Circumstances Review, and
Sanjian continues to demonstrate an
absence of government control, both in
law and in fact, with respect to its
exports, in accordance with the criteria
identified in Sparklers, Silicon Carbide,
and Furfuryl Alcohol.

Export Price

For U.S. sales made by Sanjian, we
calculated export price (“EP”’), in
accordance with section 772(a) of the
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (‘“‘the
Act”), because the subject merchandise
was sold to unaffiliated purchasers in
the United States prior to importation
into the United States and the facts did
not otherwise warrant use of
constructed export price.

We calculated EP based on the price
to unaffiliated purchasers in the United
States. In accordance with section
772(c) of the Act, as appropriate, we
deducted from the starting price foreign
inland freight, international freight,
marine insurance, U.S. inland freight,
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U.S. customs duties, and other U.S.
transportation expenses. We valued the
deductions for foreign inland freight
using surrogate data based on Indian
freight costs. We selected India as the
surrogate country for the reasons
explained in the “Normal Value”
section of this notice, below. Because
the respondent used a market-economy
shipper for more than an insignificant
portion of its sales and paid for the
shipping in a market-economy currency,
we used the average price paid by that
respondent to the market economy
shipper to value international freight for
all of its sales. See the “Factors of
Production Valuation Memorandum”
dated October 31, 2003 (“FOP memo’’);
See also Tapered Roller Bearings and
Parts Thereof, Finished and Unfinished,
from the People’s Republic of China;
Preliminary Results of 2000-2001
Administrative Review, Partial
Rescission of Review, and Notice of
Intent to Revoke Order, in Part, 67 FR
45451, 45453 (July 9, 2002).

Normal Value

Section 773(c)(1) of the Act provides
that the Department shall determine the
normal value (“NV”’) using a factors-of-
production methodology if: (1) The
merchandise is exported from an NME
country; and (2) the information does
not permit the calculation of NV using
home-market prices, third-country
prices, or constructed value (“CV”’)
under section 773(a) of the Act.

As discussed in the separate rates
section, the Department considers the
PRC to be an NME country. The
Department has treated the PRC as an
NME country in all previous
antidumping proceedings. Furthermore,
available information does not permit
the calculation of NV using home-
market prices, third-country prices, or
CV under section 773(a) of the Act. In
accordance with section 771(18)(C)(i) of
the Act, any determination that a foreign
country is an NME country shall remain
in effect until revoked by the
administering authority. We have no
evidence suggesting that this
determination should be changed.
Therefore, we treated the PRC as an
NME country for purposes of this
review and calculated NV by valuing
the factors of production in a surrogate
country.

Section 773(c)(4) of the Act requires
the Department to value the NME
producer’s factors of production, to the
extent possible, in one or more market
economy countries that: (1) Are at a
level of economic development
comparable to that of the NME, and (2)
are significant producers of comparable
merchandise. The Department has

determined that India, Pakistan,
Indonesia, Sri Lanka, and the
Philippines are countries comparable to
the PRC in terms of overall economic
development (see Memorandum from
Jeff May, Director, Office of Policy, to
Blanche Ziv, Import Compliance
Specialist, Group 1, April 10, 2003).
Although we have no information to
indicate that India produces creatine, it
does produce other products within the
same customs heading, and it produces
other fine chemicals with nutritional
characteristics. We have therefore
determined that India is a significant
producer of comparable merchandise.
Accordingly, we have calculated NV
using Indian values for the PRC
producer’s factors of production.

We have obtained and relied upon
publicly available information,
wherever possible. In many instances,
we used the Monthly Statistics of the
Foreign Trade of India; Volume II
Imports (“MSFTT”’ ) to value factors of
production, energy inputs and packing
materials. Consistent with the Final
Determination of Sales at Less than Fair
Value: Certain Automotive Replacement
Glass Windshields From the People’s
Republic of China, 67 FR 6482
(February 12, 2002) and accompanying
Issues and Decision Memorandum at
Comment 1, we excluded import data
reported in the MSFTI for Korea,
Thailand and Indonesia in our surrogate
value calculations. In addition to the
MSFTI data, we used Indian domestic
prices from Indian Chemical Weekly
(“ICW”) to value certain chemical
inputs. See the FOP memo.

Factors of Production

In accordance with section 773(c) of
the Act, we calculated NV based on
factors of production reported by
Sanjian during the POR. To calculate
NV, the reported unit factor quantities
were multiplied by publicly available
Indian surrogate values.

In selecting the surrogate values, we
considered the quality, specificity, and
contemporaneity of the data. As
appropriate, we adjusted input prices to
make them delivered prices. For the
distances reported, we added to Indian
CIF surrogate values a surrogate freight
cost using the reported distances from
the PRC port to the PRC factory, or from
the domestic supplier to the factory.
This adjustment is in accordance with
the United States Court of Appeals for
the Federal Circuit’s (“CAFC”) decision
in Sigma Corp. v. United States, 117 F.
3d 1401, 1407-1408 (Fed.Cir. 1997). For
those values not contemporaneous with
the POR, we adjusted for inflation using
the appropriate wholesale or producer
price index published in the

International Monetary Fund’s
International Financial Statistics.

Sanjian reported that it purchased a
portion of one its inputs, cyanamide,
from a market economy supplier.
Because we found that the amount of
cyanamide purchased was insignificant,
we did not use the price paid by Sanjian
for this input, and instead used import
values from the MSFTI. For further
information, see the FOP memo.

Labor: We valued labor using the
method described in 19 CFR
351.408(c)(3).

Electricity and Coal: Consistent with
our approach in Manganese Metal from
the People’s Republic of China; Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review, 66 FR 15076
(March 15, 2001) (“Manganese Metal”),
we calculated the surrogate value for
electricity based on electricity rate data
reported by the International Energy
Agency (“IEA”), 4th quarter 2001. For
coal, we used import values from the
MSFTI

Factory Overhead, Selling, General
and Administrative Expenses (“SG&A”),
and Profit: We based our calculation of
factory overhead, SG&A, and profit on
the 2002 financial statements of a
producer of comparable merchandise,
Riddhi Siddhi Gluco Boils Ltd.
(“RSGB”), an Indian starch and dextrine
producer.

Inland Freight Rates: To value truck
freight rates, we used an average of
trucking rates quoted in ICW.

Packing Materials: For packing
materials we used import values from
the MSFTI For a complete analysis of
surrogate values, see the FOP memo.

Preliminary Results of the Review

We preliminarily find the weighted
average dumping margin for Sanjian for
the period February 1, 2002, through
January 31, 2003, to be zero percent.

Any interested party may request a
hearing within 30 days of publication of
this notice. See 19 CFR 351.310(c). Any
hearing, if requested, will be held
approximately 44 days after the date of
publication of this notice, or the first
working day thereafter. Interested
parties may submit case briefs and/or
written comments no later than 30 days
after the date of publication of this
notice. Rebuttal briefs and rebuttals to
written comments, which must be
limited to issues raised in such briefs or
comments, may be filed not later than
37 days after the date of publication.
Parties who submit arguments are
requested to submit with the argument
(1) a statement of the issue, (2) a brief
summary of the argument, and (3) a
table of authorities. The Department
will issue a notice of final results of this
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administrative review, including the
results of its analysis of issues raised in
any such written comments, within 120
days of publication of these preliminary
results.

Assessment Rates and Cash Deposit
Requirements

Pursuant to 19 CFR 351.212(b), the
Department calculates an assessment
rate for each importer of the subject
merchandise. Upon issuance of the final
results of this administrative review, if
any importer-specific assessment rates
calculated in the final results are above
de minimis (i.e., at or above 0.5 percent),
the Department will issue appraisement
instructions directly to the CBP to assess
antidumping duties on appropriate
entries by applying the assessment rate
to the entered value of the merchandise.
For assessment purposes, we calculate
importer-specific assessment rates for
the subject merchandise by aggregating
the dumping duties due for all U.S.
sales to each importer and dividing the
amount by the total entered value of the
sales to that importer.

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of the final results of this
administrative review for all shipments
of creatine entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption on or after
the publication date of the final results
of this administrative review, as
provided for by section 751(a)(1) of the
Act: (1) The cash deposit rate for
Sanjian will be the rate established in
the final results of this administrative
review; (2) for a company previously
found to be entitled to a separate rate
and for which no review was requested,
the cash deposit rate will be the rate
established in the most recent review of
that company; (3) the cash deposit rate
for all other PRC exporters will be
153.70 percent, the PRC-wide rate
established in the LTFV investigation;
and (4) the cash deposit rate for a non-
PRC exporter of subject merchandise
from the PRC will be the rate applicable
to the PRC exporter that supplied that
exporter. These cash requirements,
when imposed, shall remain in effect
until publication of the final results of
the next administrative review.

Notification to Importers

This notice also serves as a
preliminary reminder to importers of
their responsibility under 19 CFR
351.402(f) to file a certificate regarding
the reimbursement of antidumping
duties prior to liquidation of the
relevant entries during this review
period. Failure to comply with this
requirement could result in the
Secretary’s presumption that

reimbursement of antidumping duties
occurred and the subsequent assessment
of double antidumping duties.

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

Dated: October 31, 2003.

James J. Jochum,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. 03-27974 Filed 11-5-03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS—P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-580-836]

Certain Cut-to-Length Carbon-Quality
Steel Plate Products From the
Republic of Korea: Preliminary Results
and Rescission in Part of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review

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

ACTION: Notice of Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review.

SUMMARY: In response to requests from
U.S. producers of the subject
merchandise, the Department of
Commerce (the Department) is
conducting an administrative review of
the antidumping duty order on certain
cut-to-length carbon-quality steel plate
products (steel plate) from the Republic
of Korea (Korea). The review covers one
manufacturer/exporter of subject
merchandise during the period of
review (POR), February 1, 2002, through
January 31, 2003. Based upon our
analysis, the Department has
preliminarily determined that a
dumping margin exists for the
manufacturer/exporter covered by this
review. If these preliminary results are
adopted in our final results of
administrative review, we will instruct
U.S. Customs and Border Protection
(CBP) to assess antidumping duties as
appropriate. Interested parties are
invited to comment on these
preliminary results.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 6, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jeff
Pedersen or Drew Jackson, AD/CVD
Enforcement, Office IV, Group II, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—-2769 or (202) 482—
4406, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On February 10, 2000, the Department
published in the Federal Register the
antidumping duty order on steel plate
from Korea. See Notice of Amendment
of Final Determinations of Sales at Less
Than Fair Value and Antidumping Duty
Orders: Certain Cut-To-Length Carbon-
Quality Steel Plate Products From
France, India, Indonesia, Italy, Japan
and the Republic of Korea, 65 FR 6585
(February 10, 2000) (Amended Final
Determination and Order). On February
3, 2003, the Department published a
notice of “Opportunity to Request
Administrative Review”” of the
antidumping duty order on steel plate
from Korea. See Antidumping or
Countervailing Duty Order, Finding, or
Suspended Investigation; Opportunity
to Request Administrative Review, 68
FR 5272 (February 3, 2003). On
February 27, 2003, Nucor Corporation, a
domestic producer, requested an
administrative review of Dongkuk Steel
Mill Co., Ltd. (DSM), Korea Iron & Steel
Co., Ltd. (KISCO), Pohang Iron & Steel
Co., Ltd. (Pohang) and Union Steel
Manufacturing Co., Ltd. (Union) for the
POR February 1, 2002, through January
31, 2003. Also, on February 27, 2003,
IPSCO Steel, one of the petitioning firms
in the steel plate investigations,
requested an administrative review of
DSM this review. On March 18, 2003,
the Department initiated an
administrative review of DSM, KISCO,
and Union. See Initiation of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews and Requests
for Revocation in Part, 68 FR 14394
(March 25, 2003). The Department did
not initiate an administrative review of
Pohang because Pohang is excluded
from the antidumping order on steel
plate from Korea. See Amended Final
Determination and Order.

On April 10, 2003, the Department
issued antidumping questionnaires to
DSM, KISCO and Union. The
Department received a letter from
KISCO on June 6, 2003, in which it
stated that it had shut down its steel
plate mill in early 1998 and, thus, had
no shipments of subject merchandise
during the POR. In March and April
2003, Union reported that it did not
produce the subject merchandise and
had no shipments of subject
merchandise during the POR. DSM
responded to the Department’s
questionnaire responses in May and
June 2003. The Department issued
supplemental questionnaires to DSM in
May, June, July, August, and September
of 2003, and received responses from
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