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Total Estimated Burden Hours: 8,000.

Status: Extension of a currently
approved collection.

Authority: Section 3507 of the Paperwork
Reduction Act of 1995, 44 U.S.C. 35, as
amended.

Dated: July 21, 2004.

Wayne Eddins,

Departmental Reports Management Officer,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.

[FR Doc. 04-17199 Filed 7—27-04; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 4210-72-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Inv. No. 337-TA-499]

Certain Audio Digital-to-Analog
Converters and Products Containing
Same; Notice of Commission Decision
Not To Review an Initial Determination
Terminating the Investigation as to
Claims 1 and 2 of U.S. Patent No.
6,492,928

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.

ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. International Trade
Commission has determined not to
review the presiding administrative law
judge’s (“ALJ’s”) initial determination
(“ID”) (Order No. 16) terminating the
above-captioned investigation as to
claims 1 and 2 of U.S. Patent No.
6,492,928 (“the “928 patent”).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Clara Kuehn, Esq., Office of the General
Counsel, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20436, telephone (202)
205-3012. Copies of the ALJ’s ID and all
other nonconfidential documents filed
in connection with this investigation are
or will be available for inspection
during official business hours (8:45 a.m.
to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the
Secretary, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20436, telephone 202—
205—2000. General information
concerning the Commission may also be
obtained by accessing its Internet server
(http://www.usitc.gov). The public
record for this investigation may be
viewed on the Commission’s electronic
docket (EDIS) at http://edis.usitc.gov.
Hearing-impaired persons are advised
that information on this matter can be
obtained by contacting the
Commission’s TDD terminal on 202—
205-1810.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission instituted this investigation

on November 14, 2003, based on a
complaint filed on behalf of Cirrus
Logic, Inc. of Austin, Texas
(“complainant”). 68 FR 64,641 (Nov. 14,
2003). The complaint, as supplemented,
alleged violations of section 337 of the
Tariff Act of 1930 in the importation
into the United States, sale for
importation, and sale within the United
States after importation of certain audio
digital-to-analog converters and
products containing same by reason of
infringement of claims 1 and 11 of the
‘928 patent. The notice of investigation
named two respondents: Wolfson
Microelectronics, PLC of Edinburgh,
United Kingdom; and Wolfson
Microelectronics, Inc. of San Diego,
Calif. 68 FR 64,641 (Nov. 14, 2003).

On December 29, 2003, the AL]J issued
an ID (Order No. 5) granting
complainant’s motion to amend the
complaint and notice of investigation to
add allegations of infringement of
claims 2, 3, 5, 6, and 15 of the ‘928
patent, and of claims 9, 12, and 19 of
U.S. Patent No. 6,011,501. That ID was
not reviewed by the Commission. 69 FR
4177 (Jan. 28, 2004).

On June 30, 2004, complainant filed
an unopposed motion to terminate the
investigation in part as to allegations of
infringement of claims 1 and 2 of the
‘928 patent based on the withdrawal of
the allegations.

On July 1, 2004, the ALJ issued the
subject ID (Order No. 16) granting
complainant’s motion to terminate the
investigation as to claims 1 and 2 of the
‘928 patent. No party petitioned for
review of the ID.

The authority for the Commission’s
determination is contained in section
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), and in
section 210.42 of the Commission’s
Rules of Practice and Procedure (19 CFR
210.42).

Issued: July 22, 2004.

By order of the Commission.

Marilyn R. Abbett,

Secretary to the Commission.

[FR Doc. 04—17172 Filed 7—27-04; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020-02-P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 731-TA-653 (Second
Review)]

Sebacic Acid From China

AGENCY: United States International
Trade Commission.

ACTION: Notice of Commission
determination to conduct a full five-year
review and scheduling of a full five-year

review concerning the antidumping
duty order on sebacic acid from China.

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives
notice that it will proceed with a full
review pursuant to section 751(c)(5) of
the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C.
1675(c)(5)) to determine whether
revocation of the antidumping duty
order on sebacic acid from China would
be likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of material injury within a
reasonably foreseeable time. The
Commission also hereby gives notice of
scheduling of the full five-year review
concerning the antidumping duty order
on sebacic acid from China. For further
information concerning the conduct of
this review 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).

DATES: Effective Date: July 6, 2004.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Douglas Corkran (202—-205-3057), Office
of Investigations, U.S. International
Trade Commission, 500 E Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20436. Hearing-
impaired 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://
www.usitc.gov). The public record for
this review may be viewed on the
Commission’s electronic docket (EDIS)
at http://edis.usitc.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On ]uly 6,
2004, the Commission determined that
it should proceed to a full review in the
subject five-year review pursuant to
section 751(c)(5) of the Act. The
Commission found that the domestic
interested party group response to its
notice of institution (69 FR 17233, April
1, 2004) was adequate and that the
respondent interested party group
response was inadequate.® The
Commission also found that other
circumstances warranted conducting a
full review. A record of the
Commissioners’ votes, the
Commission’s statement on adequacy,
and any individual Commissioner’s
statements will be available from the
Office of the Secretary and at the
Commission’s Web site.

1Commissioner Lane found that the respondent
interested party group response was adequate.
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