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1 See April 18, 2008, letter from the Department 
of Commerce, to All Interested Parties, regarding 
2005/2006 Administrative Review of Honey from 
the People’s Republic of China (‘‘April 2008, 
Letter’’). 

Total Quantity 
Please report quantity on a piece basis. 

Terms of Sales 

Please report all sales on the same terms, 
such as ‘‘free on board’’ at port of export. 

Total Value 

All sales values should be reported in U.S. 
dollars. Please provide any exchange rates 
used and their respective dates and sources. 

Export Price Sales 

Generally, a U.S. sale is classified as an 
export price sale when the first sale to an 
unaffiliated customer occurs before 
importation into the United States. 

Please include any sales exported by your 
company directly to the United States. 

Please include any sales exported by your 
company to a third-country market economy 
reseller where you had knowledge that the 
merchandise was destined to be resold to the 
United States. 

If you are a producer of subject 
merchandise, please include any sales 
manufactured by your company that were 
subsequently exported by an affiliated 
exporter to the United States. 

Please do not include any sales of 
merchandise manufactured in Hong Kong in 
your figures. 

Constructed Export Price Sales 

Generally, a U.S. sale is classified as a 
constructed export price sale when the first 
sale to an unaffiliated customer occurs after 
importation. However, if the first sale to the 
unaffiliated customer is made by a person in 
the United States affiliated with the foreign 
exporter, constructed export price applies 
even if the sale occurs prior to importation. 

Please include any sales exported by your 
company directly to the United States. 

Please include any sales exported by your 
company to a third-country market economy 
reseller where you had knowledge that the 
merchandise was destined to be resold to the 
United States. 

If you are a producer of subject 
merchandise, please include any sales 
manufactured by your company that were 
subsequently exported by an affiliated 
exporter to the United States. 

Please do not include any sales of 
merchandise manufactured in Hong Kong in 
your figures. 

Further Manufactured Sales 

Further manufacture or assembly 
(including re-packing) sales (‘‘further 
manufactured sales’’) refers to merchandise 
that undergoes further manufacture or 
assembly in the United States before being 
sold to the first unaffiliated customer. 

Further manufacture or assembly costs 
include amounts incurred for direct 
materials, labor and overhead, plus amounts 
for general and administrative expense, 
interest expense, and additional packing 
expense incurred in the country of further 
manufacture, as well as all costs involved in 
moving the product from the U.S. port of 
entry to the further manufacturer. 

[FR Doc. E8–16625 Filed 7–18–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

[A–570–863] 

Honey from the People’s Republic of 
China: Final Results and Rescission, In 
Part, of Aligned Antidumping Duty 
Administrative Review and New 
Shipper Review 

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 
SUMMARY: On January 16, 2008, the 
Department published the preliminary 
results of the aligned fifth 
administrative review and tenth new 
shipper review of the antidumping duty 
order on honey from the People’s 
Republic of China (‘‘PRC’’). See Honey 
from the People’s Republic of China: 
Preliminary Results and Partial 
Rescission of Antidumping Duty 
Administrative Review, 73 FR 2890 
(January 16, 2008) (‘‘Preliminary 
Results’’). These aligned reviews cover 
seven exporters or producer/exporters: 
(1) Dongtai Peak Honey Industry Co, 
Ltd. (‘‘Dongtai Peak’’) (2) Zhejiang 
Native Produce & Animal By–Products 
I/E Group Corporation (‘‘Zhejiang 
Native’’); (3) Wuhu Qinshi Tangye Co., 
Ltd. (‘‘Wuhu Qinshi’’); (4) Jiangsu Light 
Industry Products Imp & Exp (Group) 
Corp. (‘‘Jiangsu Light’’); (5) 
Qinhuangdao Municipal Dafeng 
Industrial Co., Ltd. (‘‘QMD’’); (6) Inner 
Mongolia Altin Bee–Keeping (‘‘IMA’’), 
and (7) QHD Sanhai Honey Co., Ltd. 
(‘‘QHD Sanhai’’). For these final results, 
the Department finds that Wuhu Qinshi, 
Jiangsu Light, QMD, and IMA failed to 
cooperate by not acting to the best of 
their ability to comply with the 
Department’s request for information 
and, as a result, have been assigned a 
rate based on adverse facts available 
(‘‘AFA’’). The Department has assigned 
Dongtai Peak and Zhejiang Native a 
separate rate for non–selected entities 
based on the calculation proposed by 
the Department.1 Finally, after 
reexamining the bona fides of QHD 
Sanhai’s single sale, the Department 
finds that sale is not a bona fide 
transaction; therefore, for these final 
results, the Department has rescinded 
the review with respect to QHD Sanhai. 
The period of review (‘‘POR’’) is 
December 1, 2005, through November 
30, 2006. See ‘‘Final Results of Review’’ 
section below. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 21, 2008. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Bobby Wong or Susan Pulongbarit, AD/ 
CVD Operations, Office 9, Import 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone: (202) 482–0409 or (202) 482– 
4031, respectively. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 
On January 16, 2008, we published in 

the Federal Register the preliminary 
results of the aligned 2005/2006 
administrative and new shipper 
reviews. See Preliminary Results. The 
POR is December 1, 2005, through 
November 30, 2006. 

On April 18, 2008, the Department 
invited parties to comment in their case 
briefs on the Department’s proposed 
methodology to calculate: 1) a rate for 
Zhejiang Native and Dongtai Peak, the 
separate rate entities in the instant 
review that were not selected for 
individual examination; and 2) a per– 
kilogram cash deposit rate for the 
separate rate entities and the PRC–wide 
entity. See Changes Since the 
Preliminary Results section below. 

On April 25, 2008, the Department 
received case briefs from QHD Sanhai, 
Zhejiang Native, and the American 
Honey Producers Association and the 
Sioux Honey Association (collectively, 
‘‘petitioners’’). On May 6, 2008, the 
Department received rebuttal briefs from 
QHD Sanhai and petitioners. On May 
20, 2008, the petitioners submitted new 
factual information on the record of the 
review regarding QHD Sanhai’s U.S. 
customer. On June 13, 2008, the 
Department accepted petitioners’ 
submission of new factual information 
and invited comments from parties 
regarding the new information. On June 
23, 2008, the Department received 
comments from QHD Sanhai regarding 
the new factual information. 

Scope of the Order 
The products covered by this order 

are natural honey, artificial honey 
containing more than 50 percent natural 
honey by weight, preparations of natural 
honey containing more than 50 percent 
natural honey by weight, and flavored 
honey. The subject merchandise 
includes all grades and colors of honey 
whether in liquid, creamed, comb, cut 
comb, or chunk form, and whether 
packaged for retail or in bulk form. 

The merchandise subject to this order 
is currently classifiable under 
subheadings 0409.00.00, 1702.90.90, 
and 2106.90.99 of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States 
(‘‘HTSUS’’). Although the HTSUS 
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2 Due to the business proprietary nature of 
various comments from both petitioners and QHD 
Sanhai in their respective case and rebuttal briefs, 
the Department has addressed various comments in 
the Department’s Final Bona Fides Memorandum. 

subheadings are provided for 
convenience and customs purposes, the 
Department’s written description of the 
merchandise under the order is 
dispositive. 

Analysis of Comments Received 
All issues raised in the briefs are 

addressed in the Issues and Decision 
Memorandum for the Final Results in 
the 2005–2006 Administrative Review 
and New Shipper Review of Honey from 
the People’s Republic of China from 
Stephen J. Claeys, Deputy Assistant 
Secretary, to David M. Spooner, 
Assistant Secretary, dated July 14, 2008, 
(‘‘I&D Memo’’), which is hereby adopted 
by this notice.2 A list of the issues 
raised, all of which are in the I&D 
Memo, is attached to this notice as 
Appendix I. Parties can find a complete 
discussion of all issues raised in the 
briefs and the corresponding 
recommendations in this public 
memorandum, which is on file in the 
Central Records Unit (‘‘CRU’’), room 
1117 of the Department of Commerce. In 
addition, a complete version of the I&D 
Memo can be accessed directly on the 
Web at http://trade.gov/ia. The paper 
copy and electronic version of the I&D 
Memo are identical in content. 

Partial Rescission of Administrative 
Review 

In the Preliminary Results, the 
Department issued a notice of intent to 
rescind this administrative review with 
respect to certain companies, as Mgl 
Yun Sheng Honey Co., Ltd. (‘‘Mgl Yun 
Sheng’’); Inner Mongolia Youth Trade 
Development Co., Ltd. (‘‘Inner Mongolia 
Youth’’); and Shanghai Bloom 
International Trading Co., Ltd. 
(‘‘Shanghai Bloom’’), certified that they 
did not export honey from China to the 
United States during the POR. See 
Preliminary Results, 73 FR 2890. The 
Department received no comments on 
this issue and there is no record 
evidence to challenge this finding. 
Therefore, the Department is rescinding 
this administrative review with respect 
to Inner Mongolia Youth, Mgl Yung 
Sheng, and Shanghai Bloom. 

Finally, in light of comments from 
petitioners requesting a revision of the 
Department’s bona fides analysis, with 
respect to its analysis of U.S. Customs 
and Border Production (‘‘CBP’’) data, 
the Department has subsequently 
reevaluated the circumstances 
surrounding QHD Sanhai’s POR 
transaction and finds that the sale in 

question is not a bona fide transaction. 
Initially, in its bona fides analysis for 
the Preliminary Results, the Department 
analyzed the HTSUS subcategory 
0409.00.0020: ‘‘NATURAL HONEY 
PACKAGED FOR RETAIL SALE.’’ For 
the final results, the Department finds 
that the HTSUS subcategory 
0409.00.0025: ‘‘COMB HONEY AND 
HONEY PACKAGED FOR RETAIL 
SALE’’ is more appropriate because it is 
more specific to the subject 
merchandise sold by QHD Sanhai, and 
thus, the Department has reevaluated 
CBP data accordingly. As a result of our 
reevaluation and the change in HTS 
category examined, we have concluded 
that the single sale made by QHD 
Sanhai during the POR is not a bona 
fide commercial transaction based 
specifically on: 1) the high price and 
low quantity of QHD Sanhai’s single 
POR sale; and 2) other indicia of a non– 
bona fide transaction. In sum, the 
totality of circumstances leads the 
Department to find that QHD Sanhai’s 
single POR sale is a non–bona fide 
commercial transaction. Therefore, this 
sale does not provide a reasonable or 
reliable basis for calculating a dumping 
margin. As QHD Sanhai had no other 
sales of subject merchandise during the 
instant POR, the Department is 
rescinding the new shipper review with 
respect to QHD Sanhai. For further 
discussion of this issue, see Comment 1 
of the Issues and Decision 
Memorandum; see also Memorandum to 
James C. Doyle, Director, AD/CVD 
Operations, Office 9, regarding the Final 
Bona Fides Analysis of QHD Sanhai Co., 
Ltd. in the Aligned Fifth Administrative 
and Tenth New Shipper Review of 
Honey From the People’s Republic of 
China, dated July 14, 2008. 

Separate Rates 

QMD, IMA, Zhejiang Native, and 
Dongtai Peak requested separate, 
company–specific antidumping duty 
rates. In the Preliminary Results, we 
found that Dongtai Peak and Zhejiang 
Native met the criteria for the 
application of a separate antidumping 
duty rate. Preliminary Results, 73 FR at 
2893. Therefore, the Department has 
applied a rate to Dongtai Peak and 
Zhejiang Native separate from the rate 
established for the PRC–wide entity. 
Also in the Preliminary Results, the 
Department found that IMA and QMD 
ultimately ceased to participate in the 
administrative review, and hence do not 
qualify for separate rate status, but 
rather are appropriately considered to 
be part of the PRC–wide entity which is 
assigned an AFA rate of 221.02 percent. 
Id. The Department did not receive 

comments on this issue prior to these 
final results. 

Use of Facts Otherwise Available and 
the PRC–Wide Rate 

In the Preliminary Results, the 
Department found that QMD and IMA 
ceased participating in the 
administrative review, and both Wuhu 
Qinshi and Jiangsu Light did not 
respond to the Department’s multiple 
requests for information. As noted 
above, the Department found that these 
two entities did not establish their 
eligibility for separate rate status, and 
thus such entities are deemed part of the 
PRC–wide entity. As the Department 
found that the PRC–wide entity failed to 
cooperate to the best of its ability in 
responding to the Department’s requests 
for information, the Department 
assigned the PRC–wide entity a rate 
based on AFA. The Department did not 
receive comments prior to these final 
results regarding the Department’s 
preliminary application of AFA to the 
PRC–wide entity. See Preliminary 
Results, 73 FR 2890. 

Therefore, for these final results, the 
Department has not altered its decision 
to apply total AFA to the PRC–wide 
entity in accordance with sections 
776(a)(2)(A) and (B) and section 776(b) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended 
(‘‘the Act’’). 

Changes Since the Preliminary Results 
For the Preliminary Results, with 

respect to Zhejiang Native and Dongtai 
Peak, the two respondents in the 
administrative review eligible for a 
separate rate but not selected for 
individual examination, the Department 
preliminarily assigned the separate rate 
margin from the most recent segment of 
this proceeding in which such rate was 
issued, which in this case is the less 
than fair value investigation. We note, 
however, that in the second 
administrative review of honey from the 
PRC, the Department determined that 
per–kilogram antidumping duty cash 
deposit and assessment rates were 
appropriate. See Honey from the 
People’s Republic of China: Final 
Results and Final Rescission, In Part, of 
Antidumping Duty Administrative 
Review, 70 FR 38873 (July 6, 2005) 
(‘‘AR2 Final Results’’), and 
accompanying Issues and Decision 
Memorandum at Comment 7. The 
Department further stated that the 
quantity–based collection and 
assessment method would begin upon 
completion of those final results, and 
would be employed thereafter for all 
future reviews of this order. Given that 
the AR2 Final Results did not address 
per–kilogram rates for non–selected 
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separate rate respondents or the PRC– 
wide entity, for the final results of the 
instant review, the Department 
proposed a new methodology to 
calculate: 1) a per–kilogram cash 
deposit rate for non–selected separate 
entities; and 2) a per–kilogram cash 
deposit rate for the PRC–wide entity. 
See April 18, 2008, Letter. 

Calculation of Per–Kilogram Cash 
Deposit and Assessment Rates 

For these final results, for Zhejiang 
Native and Dongtai Peak, the 
Department has assigned a cash deposit 
and assessment rate of $0.98 per– 
kilogram. In deriving this per–kilogram 
rate, the Department first determined 
the appropriate ad valorem rate to be 
applied to these entities which are 
eligible for separate rate status but not 
selected for individual examination. 
Although in its Preliminary Results, the 
Department applied an ad valorem rate 
to Zhejiang Native and Dongtai Peak 
based on the rate established for entities 
separate from the PRC–wide entity in 
the LFTV phase of this proceeding, in 
reexamining the record, the Department 
finds that the more recent calculated 
rates determined by the Department in 
the December 1, 2004, through 
November 30, 2005, review period are 
more contemporaneous and thus more 
appropriate for purposes of establishing 
a rate for non–selected separate entities 
in this POR. The Department calculated 
a simple average of the calculated rates 
for all respondents (inclusive of new 
shippers and administrative review 
companies) in the December 1, 2004, 
through November 30, 2005, POR (with 
the exception of rates based on total 
AFA and rates of de minimis). See April 
18, 2008, Letter at Attachment I. The 
resulting ad valorem rate is 104.88 
percent. 

Next, to convert this ad valorem rate 
into a per–kilogram rate, the Department 
obtained from CBP, all ‘‘type 3’’ entries 
of subject merchandise under the 
relevant subheadings classifiable under 
HTSUS 0409.00.00, 1702.90.90, and 
2106.90.99, as defined by the scope of 
the order, which entered the United 
States during the POR. The Department 
used the total quantity and total value 
of the entries to derive a weighted 
average unit price (‘‘AUV’’). We then 
multiplied the AUV by the ad valorem 
rate of 104.88%, calculated as described 
above. Finally, we took the resulting 
USD figure, which represents total 
antidumping duties owed and divided 
such by the quantity referenced above to 
arrive at a per–kilogram assessment and 
cash deposit rate of $0.98, to be applied 
to Zhejiang Native and Dongtai Peak. 

To arrive at a per–kilogram rate for 
the PRC–wide rate entity, we began with 
the ad valorem AFA rate assigned to 
such entity for purposes of these final 
results. That rate is 221.02 percent. The 
Department then followed the same 
methodology outlined above, i.e., 
multiplying the ad valorem rate of 
221.02 percent by the AUV for all 
imports of subject merchandise into the 
United States during the, and then 
divided the resulting figure representing 
total antidumping duties owed by the 
relevant quantity. For the PRC–wide 
entity, this calculation results in a per– 
kilogram assessment rate of $2.06. 

In Honey from the People’s Republic 
of China: Final Results and Final 
Rescission, In Part, of Antidumping 
Duty Administrative Review, 72 FR 
37715, (July 11, 2007), the Department 
found that the current PRC–wide entity 
rate did not need to be corroborated, as 
the rate was based on, and calculated 
from, information submitted by a 
respondent in the course of the 
administrative review; i.e., it is not 
secondary information. Similarly, for 
these final results, the Department finds 
that corroboration of the PRC–wide per– 
kilogram cash deposit assessment rate is 
not required because the per–kilogram 
cash deposit assessment rate is based on 
ad valorem rates which were calculated 
using information submitted by 
respondents in the course of the most 
recently completed review period 
(December 1, 2004, through November 
30, 2005). See 19 CFR 351.308(c) and (d) 
and section 776(c) of the Tariff Act of 
1930, as amended (the Act). 

Final Results of Review 
We determine that the following 

antidumping duty margins exist: 

Exporter Margin (per–kilo-
gram) 

Dongtai Peak Honey In-
dustry Co., Ltd. ......... $0.98/Kg 

Zhejiang Native 
Produce & Animal 
By–Products I/E 
Group Corporation .... $0.98/Kg 

PRC–Wide Rate (in-
cluding QHD Sanhai, 
Wuhu Qinshi, Jiangsu 
Light, QMD, and IMA) $2.06/Kg 

Assessment of Antidumping Duties 
Pursuant to section 751(a)(2)(A) of the 

Act and 19 CFR 351.212(b), the 
Department will determine, and CBP 
shall assess, antidumping duties on all 
appropriate entries. The Department 
intends to issue assessment instructions 
to CBP 15 days after the date of 
publication of these final results of 
review. For assessment purposes, where 

possible, we calculated importer– 
specific assessment rates for honey from 
the PRC on a per–unit basis. See 
Changes Since the Preliminary Results 
above. We will direct CBP to levy 
importer–specific assessment rates 
based on the resulting per–unit (i.e., 
per–kilogram) rates by the weight in 
kilograms of each entry of the subject 
merchandise during the POR. 

Cash Deposits 

The following cash–deposit 
requirements will be effective upon 
publication of these final results for 
shipments of the subject merchandise 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
for consumption on or after the 
publication date of these final results, as 
provided by section 751(a)(2)(C) of the 
Act: (1) for subject merchandise 
exported by Dongtai Peak and Zhejiang 
Native, the cash deposit rate will be 
$0.98 per kilogram; (2) the cash deposit 
rate for PRC exporters who received a 
separate rate in a prior segment of the 
proceeding will continue to be the rate 
assigned in that segment of the 
proceeding; (3) for all other PRC 
exporters of subject merchandise which 
have not been found to be entitled to a 
separate rate (including Wuhu Qinshi, 
Jiangsu Light, QMD, and IMA), the 
cash–deposit rate will be the PRC–wide 
rate of $2.06 per–kilogram; and (4) for 
all non–PRC exporters of subject 
merchandise, the cash–deposit rate will 
be the rate applicable to the PRC 
supplier of that exporter. 

These deposit requirements shall 
remain in effect until publication of the 
final results of the next administrative 
review. 

Notification to Interested Parties 

This notice also serves as the final 
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 in the 
subsequent assessment of double 
antidumping duties. 

This notice also serves as the only 
reminder to parties subject to 
administrative protective order (APO) of 
their responsibility concerning the 
return/destruction or conversion to 
judicial protective order of proprietary 
information disclosed under APO in 
accordance with 19 CFR 351.305(a)(3). 
Failure to comply is a violation of the 
APO. 
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1 Twenty calendar days after the date of signature 
is Sunday, August 3, 2008. 

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

Dated: July 14, 2008. 
David M. Spooner, 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

Appendix I 

List of Issues 

Company–Specific Issues 

Comment 1: The Bona Fides of QHD 
Sanhai’s Single POR Sale 
Comment 2: Selection of Mandatory 
Respondents–Zhejiang 
Comment 3: Selection of the 
Appropriate Separate Rate Applied to 
Zhejiang’s Sales 

General Issues 

Comment 4: Selection of Appropriate 
Surrogate Value for Raw Honey 
Comment 5: Selection of Appropriate 
Surrogate Values–Coal, Labels, and 
Aluminum Seals 
[FR Doc. E8–16624 Filed 7–18–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510–DS–S 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

[C–570–940] 

Certain Tow–Behind Lawn Groomers 
and Certain Parts Thereof from the 
People’s Republic of China: Initiation 
of Countervailing Duty Investigation 

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: July 21, 2008. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Gene Calvert or Paul Matino, AD/CVD 
Operations, Office 6, Import 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone: (202) 482–3586 and (202) 
482–4146, respectively. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

The Petition 

On June 24, 2008, the Department of 
Commerce (the Department) received a 
petition filed in proper form by Agri– 
Fab, Inc. (petitioner), domestic 
producers of certain tow–behind lawn 
groomers and certain parts thereof (lawn 
groomers) from the People’s Republic of 
China (PRC). On June 27, 2008, the 
Department issued requests for 
additional information and clarification 
of certain areas of the petition involving 
general issues and the countervailable 

subsidy allegations. Based on the 
Department’s request, petitioner timely 
filed additional information concerning 
the petition on July 2, 2008. On June 27 
and July 7, 2008, the Department issued 
requests for additional information and 
clarification of certain areas of the 
petition. Based on the Department’s 
requests, petitioner filed supplemental 
information on the following topics: 
general issues (i.e., scope, injury, and 
industry support) and scope on July 9, 
2008. In addition, petitioner provided 
an additional clarification of the scope 
of the Petition on July 10, 2009. See 
Memorandum from Maisha Cryor, 
Senior International Trade Compliance 
Analyst, to the File, ‘‘Request to Agri– 
Fab, Inc. via Telephone Conversation, 
July 10, 2008.’’ Petitioner also provided 
additional information on industry 
support on July 10, 2008. See 
Memorandum from Meredith A.W. 
Rutherford to the File, Petitions for the 
Imposition of Antidumping and 
Countervailing Duties – Certain Tow 
Behind Lawn Groomers and Certain 
Parts Thereof from the People’s 
Republic of China: Phone Call with 
Petitioner Regarding Industry Support, 
dated July 9, 2008. Lastly, petitioner 
provided an additional clarification to 
the scope on July 11, 2008. See 
Memorandum from Maisha Cryor, 
Senior International Trade Compliance 
Analyst, to the File, ‘‘Scope 
Clarification,’’ July 11, 2008. 

In accordance with section 702(b)(1) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended 
(the Act), petitioner alleges that 
manufacturers, producers, or exporters 
of lawn groomers in the PRC received 
countervailable subsidies within the 
meaning of section 701 of the Act, and 
that imports are materially injuring, or 
threatening material injury to, an 
industry in the United States. 

The Department finds that petitioner 
filed this petition on behalf of the 
domestic industry because it is an 
interested party as defined in section 
771(9)(C) of the Act, and petitioner has 
demonstrated sufficient industry 
support with respect to the 
countervailing duty investigation that it 
is requesting the Department to initiate 
(see infra, ‘‘Determination of Industry 
Support for the Petition’’). 

Period of Investigation 
The anticipated period of 

investigation (POI) is calendar year 
2007. See 19 CFR 351.204(b)(2). 

Scope of the Investigation 
The merchandise covered by this 

investigation is certain lawn groomers 
and certain parts thereof. See 
Attachment I to this notice for a 

complete description of the 
merchandise covered by this 
investigation. 

Comments on Scope of the Investigation 
During our review of the petition, we 

discussed the scope with petitioner to 
ensure that it is an accurate reflection of 
the merchandise for which the domestic 
industry is seeking relief. Moreover, as 
discussed in the preamble to the 
regulations (see Antidumping Duties; 
Countervailing Duties; Final Rule, 62 FR 
27296, 27323 (May 19, 1997)), we are 
setting aside a period for interested 
parties to raise issues regarding product 
coverage. The Department encourages 
all interested parties to submit such 
comments by August 4, 2008, which is 
21 calendar days from the date of 
signature of this notice.1 Comments 
should be addressed to Import 
Administration’s APO/Dockets Unit, 
Room 1870, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, DC 20230. 
The period of scope consultations is 
intended to provide the Department 
with ample opportunity to consider all 
comments and to consult with parties 
prior to the issuance of the preliminary 
determination. 

Consultations 
Pursuant to section 702(b)(4)(A)(ii) of 

the Act, the Department invited 
representatives of the Government of the 
People’s Republic of China (the GOC) 
for consultations with respect to the 
countervailing duty petition. The 
Department held these consultations on 
July 9, 2008. See Memorandum to the 
File, Petition on Certain Tow Behind 
Lawn Grooming Products and Certain 
Parts Therof from the People’s Republic 
of China: Consultations with the 
Government of the People’s Republic of 
China, July 11, 2008 and on file in the 
Central Records Unit (CRU), Room 1117 
of the main Commerce Building. 

Determination of Industry Support for 
the Petition 

Section 702(b)(1) of the Act requires 
that a petition be filed on behalf of the 
domestic industry. Section 702(c)(4)(A) 
of the Act, provides that a petition 
meets this requirement if the domestic 
producers or workers who support the 
petition account for: (i) at least 25 
percent of the total production of the 
domestic like product; and (ii) more 
than 50 percent of the production of the 
domestic like product produced by that 
portion of the industry expressing 
support for, or opposition to, the 
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