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Avg Hours per Response: 25 minutes.

Needs and Uses: The purpose of this
request for review is to obtain clearance
for the Annual Social and Economic
Supplement (ASEC), which we will
conduct in conjunction with the
February, March, and April Current
Population Survey (CPS). Congressional
passage of the State Children’s Health
Insurance Program, or Title XXI, led to
a mandate from Congress, in 1999, that
the sample size for the CPS, and
specifically the Annual Social and
Economic Supplement (ASEC), be
increased to a level whereby more
reliable estimates can be derived for the
number of individuals participating in
this program at the state level. By
administering the ASEC in February,
March, and April, we have been able to
achieve this goal. The U.S. Census
Bureau has conducted this supplement
annually for over 50 years. The Census
Bureau, the Bureau of Labor Statistics
(BLS), and the Department of Health
and Human Services (HHS) sponsor this
supplement.

The instrument questionnaire
contains the same items that were in the
2006 ASEC instrument, with the
inclusion of additional questions that
collect information on payments from
pensions and retirement plans.

The ASEC can be divided into five
logical series of questions as follows:
Work Experience; Personal Income and
Noncash Benefits; Household Noncash
Benefits; Welfare Reform Items; and
Migration.

ASEC data are used by social
planners, economists, Government
officials, and market researchers to
gauge the social and economic well-
being of the Nation as a whole, and
selected population groups of interest.

Affected Public: Individuals or
households.

Frequency: Annually.

Respondent’s Obligation: Voluntary.

Legal Authority: Title 13, U.S.C.,
Section 182; Title 29, U.S.C., Sections
1-9.

OMB Desk Officer: Brian Harris-
Kojetin, (202) 395-7314.

Copies of the above information
collection proposal can be obtained by
calling or writing Diana Hynek,
Departmental Paperwork Clearance
Officer, (202) 482—0266, Department of
Commerce, room 6625, 14th and
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230 (or via the Internet at
dhynek@doc.gov).

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed
information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to Brian Harris-Kojetin, OMB

Desk Officer either by fax (202) 395—

7245 or e-mail (bharrisk@omb.eop.gov).
Dated: October 24, 2006.

Madeleine Clayton,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. E6-18003 Filed 10-26-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-07-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Submission for OMB Review;
Comment Request

The Department of Commerce will
submit 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: National
Telecommunications and Information
Administration.

Title: Public Telecommunications
Facilities Program (PTFP) Application
Form.

Form Number(s): None.

OMB Approval Number: 0660—-0003.

Type of Review: Regular submission.

Burden Hours: 23,830.

Number of Respondents: 300.

Average Hours per Response: On-line
application, 75 hours; printed
application, 84 hours. In addition, in
every grant cycle, NTIA/PTFP requires
revised information to be submitted by
applicants under serious consideration
for funding, 4 hours for an on-line
application, and 7 hours for a printed
application.

Needs and Uses: The PTFP assist,
through matching funds, in the planning
and construction of public
telecommunications facilities. The
application makes possible the required
competitive review process for making
decisions on which applicants are
funded.

Affected Public: Not-for-profit
institutions; state, local, or tribal
government.

Frequency: Annually.

Respondent’s Obligation: Required to
obtain or retain benefits.

OMB Desk Officer: Alison Zaleski,
(202) 395-6466.

Copies of the above information
collection proposal can be obtained by
calling or writing Diana Hynek,
Departmental Paperwork Clearance
Officer, (202) 482—0266, Department of
Commerce, Room 6625, 1401
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington,
DC 20230 (or via the Internet at
dHynek@doc.gov).

Written comments and
recommendations for the proposed

information collection should be sent
within 30 days of publication of this
notice to Alison Zaleski, OMB Desk
Officer, fax number (202) 395-5806, or
on the Internet at
azaleski@omb.eop.gov.

Dated: October 24, 2006.
Gwellnar Banks,

Management Analyst, Office of the Chief
Information Officer.

[FR Doc. E6-18004 Filed 10-26-06; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-60-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-549-813]

Canned Pineapple Fruit from Thailand:
Preliminary Results of the Full Sunset
Review of the Antidumping Duty Order

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

SUMMARY: On April 3, 2006, the
Department of Commerce (the
“Department”) initiated a sunset review
of the antidumping duty order on
canned pineapple fruit (“CPF”’) from
Thailand pursuant to section 751(c) of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the
“Act”). On the basis of substantive
responses filed by domestic and
respondent interested parties, the
Department determined to conduct a
full sunset review. As a result of this
review, the Department preliminarily
finds that revocation of the antidumping
duty order would likely lead to
continuation or recurrence of dumping
at the levels indicated in the
Preliminary Results of Review section of
this notice.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 27, 2006.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Zev
Primor, AD/CVD Operations, Office 4,
Import Administration, International
Trade Administration, U.S. Department
of Commerce, 14th Street & Constitution
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—-4114.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On April 3, 2006, the Department
published the notice of initiation of the
second sunset review of the
antidumping duty order on CPF from
Thailand pursuant to section 751(c) of
the Act. See Initiation of Five-year
(“Sunset”’) Reviews, 71 FR 16,551 (April
3, 2006). The Department received a
notice of intent to participate from Maui
Pineapple Co., Ltd., (“Maui”), within
the deadline specified in 19 CFR
§351.218(d)(1)(i). Maui claimed
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interested party status under section
771(9)(C) of the Act, as a producer of a
domestic—like product in the United
States. We received a complete
substantive response from Maui within
the 30-day deadline specified in 19 CFR
§351.218(d)(3)(i). The Department also
received a timely and complete
substantive response from respondent
interested parties, (The Thai Food
Processors’ Association, Thai Pineapple
Canning Industry Corp., Ltd., (“TPC”),
Malee Sampran Public Co., Ltd.,
(“Malee”), The Siam Agro Industry
Pineapples and Others Public Co., Ltd.,
(“SAICO”), Great Oriental Food
Products Co., Ltd., (“Great Oriental”’),
Thai Pineapple Products and Other
Fruits Co., Ltd., (“THAICO”), The Tipco
Foods (Thailand) PCL (“TIPCO”),
Pranburi Hotei Co., Ltd., (“PHC”), and
Siam Fruit Canning (1988) Co., Ltd.,
(“SIFCO)), (collectively, the
“Respondents”), within the applicable
deadline specified in 19 CFR
§351.218(d)(3)(i). On May 12, 2006, the
Department received rebuttal comments
from Maui.

Section 351.218(e)(1)(ii)(A) of the
Department’s regulations provides that
the Department normally will conclude
that respondents have provided
adequate response to a notice of
initiation where the Department
receives complete substantive responses
from respondent interested parties
accounting on average for more than 50
percent, by volume, or value, if
appropriate, of the total exports of the
subject merchandise to the United
States over the five calender years
preceding the year of publication of the
notice of initiation.

On May 22, 2006, the Department
issued an adequacy determination
stating that the Respondents did not
meet the adequacy requirements. See
Memorandum from Zev Primor to Tom
Futtner “Adequacy Determination in
Antidumping Duty Sunset Review of
Canned Pineapple from Thailand” (May
22, 2006). On May 30, 2006, and June
8, 2006, we received timely comments
pertaining to our calculation
methodology from the Respondents and
Maui, respectively. Upon review of the
parties’ comments, we modified our
calculation methodology and
determined that the Respondents met
the adequacy requirements. See
Memorandum from Zev Primor to Tom
Futtner “Correction to the Adequacy
Calculation in the Antidumping Duty
Sunset Review of Canned Pineapple
Fruit from Thailand” (July 12, 2006). As
a result, in accordance with 19 CFR
§351.218(e)(2)(i), the Department
determined to conduct a full sunset
review of this antidumping duty order.

On July 25, 2006, the Department
determined that the sunset review of the
antidumping duty order on CPF from
Thailand is extraordinarily complicated
and extended the time limit for
completion of the final results of this
review until not later than February 27,
2007, in accordance with section
751(c)(5)(B) of the Act. See Extension of
Time Limits for Preliminary Results and
Final Results of the Full Sunset Review
of the Antidumping Duty Order on
Canned Pineapple Fruit from Thailand,
71 FR 42,082 (July 25, 2006).

Scope of the Order

The product covered by this review is
CPF, defined as pineapple processed
and/or prepared into various product
forms, including rings, pieces, chunks,
tidbits, and crushed pineapple, that is
packed and cooked in metal cans with
either pineapple juice or sugar syrup
added. CPF is currently classifiable
under subheadings 2008.20.0010 and
2008.20.0090 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States
(“HTSUS”). HTSUS 2008.20.0010
covers CPF packed in a sugar-based
syrup; HTSUS 2008.20.0090 covers CPF
packed without added sugar (i.e., juice—
packed). Although these HTSUS
subheadings are provided for
convenience and for customs purposes,
the written description of the scope is
dispositive.

ere have been no scope rulings for
the subject order. There was one
changed circumstances determination in
which the Department affirmed that
TIPCO is the successor—in-interest to the
Thai Pineapple Public Co., Ltd. See
Final Results of Antidumping Duty
Changed Circumstances Review:
Canned Pineapple Fruit from Thailand,
69 FR 36,058 (June 28, 2004)

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in this review are
addressed in the “Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Preliminary
Results of the Full Sunset Review of the
Antidumping Duty Order on Canned
Pineapple Fruit from Thailand,” (the
“Decision Memorandum’’) from
Stephen J. Claeys, Deputy Assistant
Secretary for Import Administration, to
David M. Spooner, Assistant Secretary
for Import Administration, dated
October 20, 2006, which is hereby
adopted by this notice. The issues
discussed in the Decision Memorandum
include the likelihood of continuation
or recurrence of dumping and the
magnitude of the margins likely to
prevail if the order were to be revoked.
Parties can find a complete discussion
of all issues raised in this review and
the corresponding recommendations in
the Decision Memorandum which is on

file in room B—099 of the main
Commerce building. In addition, a
complete version of the Decision
Memorandum can be viewed directly on
the Web at http://ia.ita.doc.gov/frn/
index.html. The paper copy and
electronic version of the Decision
Memorandum are identical in content.

Preliminary Results of Review

We preliminarily determine that
revocation of the antidumping duty
order on CPF from Thailand would be
likely to lead to continuation or
recurrence of dumping at the following
weighted—average margins:

Manufacturers/Export- Weighted—Average
ers/Producers Margin (percent)

SAICO 51.16

41.74

24.64

This five-year (“sunset”) review and
notice are in accordance with sections
751(c), 752, and 777(i)(1) of the Act.
This notice serves as the preliminary
reminder to parties subject to
administrative protective order (“APO”)
of their responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR § 351.305. Timely
notification of 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.

Dated: October 20, 2006.
David M. Spooner,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. E6-18055 Filed 10-26-06; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

A-570-836

Glycine From the People’s Republic of
China: Extension of Preliminary
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review

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

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
(“the Department”) is extending the
time limit for the preliminary results of
the review of glycine from the People’s
Republic of China (“PRC”). This review
covers the period March 1, 2005,
through February 28, 2006.

EFFECTIVE DATE: October 27, 2006.
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