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direct sales. ASC provided selling 
functions such as customer negotiation, 
warehousing, sorting, repacking, and 
freight delivery, while Liepajas 
Metalurgs only negotiated with 
customers and arranged delivery of the 
product. Therefore, we have 
preliminarily determined that sales 
through ASC are at a more advanced 
level of trade than Liepajas Metalurgs’ 
direct sales in the home market.

Liepajas Metalurgs has reported one 
customer category in the U.S. market: 
traders. In comparing EP sales to the 
direct sales in the home market, we 
found that the selling functions 
performed by Liepajas Metalurgs were 
very similar in the U.S. and Latvian 
markets. For U.S. sales, Liepajas 
Metalurgs conducts negotiations with 
the traders and arranges delivery to the 
port. Therefore, we concluded that the 
EP and home market direct sales were 
made at the same level of trade. Since 
Liepajas Metalurgs’ direct home market 
and U.S. sales are at the same level of 
trade, and ASC’s home market sales are 
at a more advanced level of trade and 
a pattern of consistent price differences 
exists, we have preliminarily 
determined that a level of trade 
adjustment is warranted when we based 
NV on sales made through ASC. We 
have calculated a level of trade 
adjustment based on the difference in 
price between the two levels of trade in 
the home market for U.S. sales that 
match to sales made through ASC. 

Currency Conversion 
We made currency conversions into 

U.S. dollars in accordance with section 
773A of the Act, based on exchange 
rates in effect on the date of the U.S. 
sale, as certified by the Federal Reserve 
Bank.

Preliminary Results of Review 
As a result of this review, we 

preliminarily determine that the 
following weighted-average margin 
exists for the period September 1, 2002, 
through August 31, 2003:

Producer 
Weighted-aver-

age margin 
(percentage) 

Joint Stock Company 
Liepajas Metalurgs.

4.61 

The Department will disclose 
calculations performed in accordance 
with 19 CFR 351.224(b). An interested 
party may request a hearing within 30 
days of publication of these preliminary 
results. See 19 CFR 351.310(c). Any 
hearing, if requested, will be held 44 
days after the date of publication, 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 these 
preliminary results. Rebuttal briefs and 
rebuttals to written comments, limited 
to issues raised in such briefs or 
comments, may be filed no 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. Further, the parties 
submitting written comments should 
provide the Department with an 
additional copy of the public version of 
any such comments on diskette. The 
Department will issue the final results 
of this administrative review, which 
will include the results of its analysis of 
issues raised in any such comments, 
within 120 days of publication of these 
preliminary results. 

Assessment 
Upon completion of this 

administrative review, pursuant to 19 
CFR 351.212(b), the Department will 
calculate an assessment rate on all 
appropriate entries. We will calculate 
importer-specific duty assessment rates 
on the basis of the ratio of the total 
amount of antidumping duties 
calculated for the examined sales to the 
total entered value of the examined 
sales for that importer. Since the 
delivery terms for all of Liepajas 
Metalurgs’ U.S. sales were FOB Latvian 
seaport, we will calculate entered value 
using the gross unit price reported in 
the U.S. sales database. Where the 
assessment rate is above de minimis, we 
will instruct CBP to assess duties on all 
entries of subject merchandise by that 
importer. 

Cash Deposit Requirements 
The following deposit rates will be 

effective upon publication of the final 
results of this administrative review for 
all shipments of rebar from Latvia 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
for consumption on or after the 
publication date, as provided by section 
751(a)(1) of the Act: (1) The cash deposit 
rate listed above for Liepajas Metalurgs 
will be the rate established in the final 
results of this review, except if a rate is 
less than 0.5 percent, and therefore de 
minimis, the cash deposit will be zero; 
(2) for previously reviewed or 
investigated companies not listed above, 
the cash deposit rate will continue to be 
the company-specific rate published for 
the most recent period; (3) if the 
exporter is not a firm covered in this 
review, a prior review, or the less-than-
fair-value (LTFV) 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; and (4) if neither the 
exporter nor the manufacturer is a firm 
covered in this or any previous review 
conducted by the Department, the cash 
deposit rate will be 17.21 percent, the 
‘‘All Others’’ rate established in the 
LTFV investigation. These cash deposit 
requirements, when imposed, shall 
remain in effect until publication of the 
final results of the next administrative 
review. 

This notice 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 
entities 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. 

This determination is issued and 
published in accordance with sections 
751(a)(1) and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: June 2, 2004. 
James J. Jochum, 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration.
[FR Doc. 04–13071 Filed 6–9–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Patent and Trademark Office 

Submission for OMB Review; 
Comment Request 

The United States Patent and 
Trademark Office (USPTO) has 
submitted to the Office of Management 
and Budget (OMB) for clearance the 
following proposal for collection of 
information under the provisions of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act (44 U.S.C. 
chapter 35). 

Agency: United States Patent and 
Trademark Office (USPTO). 

Title: Trademark Trial and Appeal 
Board (TTAB) Actions. 

Form Number(s): PTO 2120, 2151, 
2153, 2188, 2189, and 2190. 

Agency Approval Number: 0651–
0040. 

Type of Request: Reinstatement, with 
change, of a previously approved 
collection for which approval has 
expired. 

Burden: 12,505 hours annually. 
Number of Respondents: 46,900 

responses per year. The USPTO 
estimates that of this total, 4,400 notices 
of opposition, 1,100 electronic notices 
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of opposition, 21,000 extensions of time 
to file an opposition, 9,000 electronic 
requests for extension of time to file an 
opposition, 1,520 petitions to cancel, 
380 electronic petitions to cancel, 5,000 
electronic papers in inter partes cases, 
2,400 notices of appeal, 600 electronic 
notices of appeal, and 1,500 electronic 
miscellaneous ex parte papers will be 
submitted per year. 

Avg. Hours Per Response: The USPTO 
estimates that it will take the public an 
average of 10 to 45 minutes to gather the 
information, prepare the notices of 
opposition, the extension of time to file 
an opposition, the petitions to cancel, 
the notices of appeal, and the additional 
papers needed in inter partes and ex 
partes cases, and submit them to the 
TTAB. The USPTO estimates that it 
takes 10 minutes to complete the 
extension of time to file an opposition 
and 10 minutes to complete the form for 
submission of additional papers needed 
for inter partes and ex parte cases, 15 
minutes to complete a notice of appeal, 
and 45 minutes to complete the notice 
of opposition and the petition to cancel. 
The USPTO believes that it takes the 
same amount of time to complete these 
items electronically as well. 

Needs and Uses: Individuals or 
entities, believing that they are or will 
be damaged by the registration of a 
trademark or service mark, may file an 
opposition to the registration of that 
mark or a request for an extension of 
time to file an opposition under Section 
13 of the Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 
1063. Sections 14 and 20 of the 
Trademark Act, 15 U.S.C. 1064 and 
1070, allow individuals and entities to 
file a petition to cancel the registration 

of a mark or a notice of appeal. The 
USPTO administers the Trademark Act 
according to 37 CFR part 2. These 
actions are governed by the Trademark 
Trial and Appeal Board (TTAB), an 
administrative tribunal empowered to 
determine the right to register and 
subsequently determine the validity of a 
trademark. If a mark is successfully 
opposed or canceled, registration will 
not take place. There are no paper forms 
associated with this collection; 
however, there are forms available to 
submit this information electronically 
through the Electronic System for 
Trademark Trials and Appeals (ESTTA). 

Affected Public: Individuals or 
households, businesses or other for-
profits, not-for-profit institutions, farms, 
the Federal Government, and State, 
local or tribal governments. 

Frequency: On occasion. 
Respondent’s Obligation: Required to 

obtain or retain benefits. 
OMB Desk Officer: David Rostker, 

(202) 395–3897. 
Copies of the above information 

collection proposal can be obtained by 
calling or writing Susan K. Brown, 
Records Officer, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer, Office of Data 
Architecture and Services, Data 
Administration Division, 703–308–
7400, U.S. Patent and Trademark Office, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313, 
Attn: CPK 3 Suite 310; or by e-mail at 
susan.brown@uspto.gov. 

Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collection should be sent on 
or before July 12, 2004, to David 
Rostker, OMB Desk Officer, Room 
10202, New Executive Office Building, 

725 17th Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20503.

Dated: June 3, 2004. 
Susan K. Brown, 
Records Officer, USPTO, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer, Office of Data 
Architecture and Services, Data 
Administration Division.
[FR Doc. 04–13132 Filed 6–9–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–16–P

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Office of the Secretary 

[Transmittal No. 04–07] 

36(b)(1) Arms Sales Notification

AGENCY: Department of Defense, Defense 
Security Cooperation Agency.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: The Department of Defense is 
publishing the unclassified text of a 
section 36(b)(1) arms sales notification. 
This is published to fulfill the 
requirements of section 155 of Public 
Law 104–164 dated 21 July 1996.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Ms. 
J. Hurd, DSCA/OPS–ADMIN, (703) 604–
6575. 

The following is a copy of a letter to 
the Speaker of the House of 
Representatives, Transmittal 04–07 with 
attached transmittal, policy justification, 
and Sensitivity of Technology.

Dated: June 4, 2004. 
L.M. Bynum, 
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, Department of Defense.
BILLING CODE 5001–06–M
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