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the property to Big Industrial, LLC. No
specific manufacturing authority is
being requested at this time. Such
requests would be made to the Board on
a case-by-case basis.

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 3 copies)
shall be addressed to the Board’s
Executive Secretary at one of 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—
Suite 4100W, 1401 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230.

The closing period for their receipt is
January 16, 2004. Rebuttal comments in
response to material submitted during
the foregoing period may be submitted
during the subsequent 15-day period (to
February 2, 2004).

A copy of the application and
accompanying exhibits will be available
during this time for public inspection at
the Office of the Foreign-Trade Zones
Board’s Executive Secretary at address
Number 1 listed above, and at the Yuma
Main Library, 350 South 3rd Avenue,
Yuma, Arizona 85364.

Dated: November 4, 2003.

Dennis Puccinelli,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 03-28670 Filed 11-14—03; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Foreign-Trade Zones Board
[Docket 58-2003]

Foreign-Trade Zone 134—
Chattanooga, TN, Request for
Manufacturing Authority; Sofix
Corporation (Black Colorformer
Chemicals)

An application has been submitted to
the Foreign-Trade Zones Board (the
Board) by the Chattanooga Chamber
Foundation, grantee of FTZ 134, on
behalf of Sofix Corporation (Sofix),
requesting authority to manufacture
black colorformer chemicals under FTZ
procedures within FTZ 134—Site 2. The
application was formally filed on
November 4, 2003.

The Sofix facility (42,000 sq. ft. of
production area and 17,500 sq. ft. of
warehouse space) is located at 2800
Riverport Road, Chatanooga, Tennessee,
within Site 2 of FTZ 134. The plant (32
employees) produces black colorformer
chemicals, known generically as Spiro
Phathalide Xanthene (HTSUS
2932.29.30, 7.2%). Foreign-sourced
materials include ACME (HTSUS
2922.29.60, 7.2%) and benzoic acid
(HTSUS 2922.50.35, 7.2%) and will
account for some 50-60 percent of
finished product value.

Zone procedures would exempt Sofix
from Customs duty payments on foreign
materials used in production for export.
Some 60 percent of the plant’s
shipments are currently exported. On
domestic shipments, the company
would be able to defer duty on foreign-
sourced inputs until formal Customs
entry is made. Zone procedures would
also exempt Sofix from Customs duty
payments on foreign materials used in
certain production resulting in scrap or
waste (some 5 percent by weight). The
application also indicates that Sofix
may realize logistical/procedural
benefits from subzone status. The
application indicates that the savings
from zone procedures will help improve
the 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 is invited from
interested parties. Submissions (original
and 3 copies) shall be addressed to the
Board’s Executive Secretary at one of
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 St. NW., Washington, DC
20005; or

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

The closing period for their receipt is
January 16, 2004. Rebuttal comments in
response to material submitted during
the foregoing period may be submitted
during the subsequent 15-day period (to
February 2, 2004).

A copy of the application and
accompanying exhibits will be available
for public inspection at the Office of the
Foreign-Trade Zones Board’s Executive
Secretary at address Number 1 listed
above, and at the U.S. Customs and
Border Protection Office, Port of

Chattanooga, 5959 Shallowford Road,

Suite 429-0, Chattanooga, TN 37421.
Dated: November 4, 2003.

Dennis Puccinelli,

Executive Secretary.

[FR Doc. 03—28671 Filed 11-14—03; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-791-809]

Certain Hot-Rolled Carbon Steel Flat
Products from South Africa: Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce.
SUMMARY: On July 9, 2003, the
Department of Commerce (the
Department) published the preliminary
results of its administrative review of
the antidumping duty order on certain
hot-rolled carbon steel flat products
from South Africa (68 FR 40903). The
review covers shipments of this
merchandise to the United States for the
period May 3, 2001 through August 31,
2002, by Iscor Ltd. (Iscor), Saldanha
Steel Ltd. (Saldanha) and Highveld Steel
& Vanadium Corp. Ltd. (Highveld).

We gave interested parties an
opportunity to comment on our
preliminary results. We received a case
brief from the United States Steel
Corporation (USS), and Nucor
Corporation (Nucor) filed a letter in
support of the case brief of USS. Iscor
and Saldanha (Iscor/Saldanha),! and
Highveld filed rebuttal comments.
Based on our analysis of comments, we
have made no changes to the
preliminary results. For the final
dumping margins see the “Final Results
of Review” section below.

EFFECTIVE DATE: November 17, 2003.

1In the final determination of the antidumping
investigation, the Department determined that Iscor
and Saldanha were affiliated, and should be treated
as a single entity for purposes of the investigation.
See Notice of Final Determination of Sales at Less
Than Fair Value and Antidumping Duty Order:
Certain Hot-Rolled Carbon Steel Flat Products from
South Africa, 66 FR 48242 (Sept. 19, 2001) (LTFV
investigation). This was based on information on
the public record of the contemporaneous
countervailing duty investigation of hot-rolled
products from South Africa that (1) Iscor is a 50
percent shareholder in Saldanha, and is in a
position to exercise control of Saldanha’s assets,
and (2) both companies produce the subject
merchandise. In this review, the Department
requested that, if the circumstances had not
changed, the two parties file a combined response.
Although Iscor/Saldanha did not file any response,
the December 30, 2002 letter declining to respond
to the questionnaire was filed jointly.
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Scot
Fullerton or Elfi Blum, Office of
Antidumping/Countervailing Duty
Enforcement VII, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone (202) 482-1386 or (202) 482—
0197, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On July 9, 2003, the Department
published the preliminary results of its
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on certain hot-
rolled carbon steel flat products from
South Africa. See Certain Hot-Rolled
Carbon Steel Flat Products from South
Africa: Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review, 68 FR 40903 (July 9, 2003)
(Preliminary Results). In the Preliminary
Results, we based the dumping margins
for Iscor/Saldanha and Highveld on
total adverse facts available (AFA). We
gave interested parties an opportunity to
comment on our preliminary results. We
received a case brief from the United
States Steel Corporation (USS) on
August 8, 2003. Nucor Corporation
(Nucor) also filed a letter in support of
the case brief of USS on August 8, 2003.
Iscor, Saldanha (Iscor/Saldanha) and
Highveld filed rebuttal comments on
August 15, 2003. On August 8, 2003,
USS requested a hearing in this case. A
hearing was held on September 17,
2003. The Department has now
completed this review in accordance
with section 751 of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended (the Act).

Scope of the Antidumping Duty Order

For purposes of this review, the
products covered are certain hot-rolled
carbon steel flat products of a
rectangular shape, of a width of 0.5 inch
or greater, neither clad, plated, nor
coated with metal, and whether or not
painted, varnished, or coated with
plastics or other non-metallic
substances, in coils (whether or not in
successively superimposed layers),
regardless of thickness, and in straight
lengths, of a thickness of less than 4.75
mm and of a width measuring at least
10 times the thickness. Universal mill
plate (i.e., flat-rolled products rolled on
four faces or in a closed box pass, of a
width exceeding 150 mm, but not
exceeding 1250 mm, and of a thickness
of not less than 4.0 mm, not in coils and
without patterns in relief) of a thickness
not less than 4.0 mm is not included
within the scope of this review.
Specifically included within the scope
of this review are vacuum degassed,

fully stabilized (commonly referred to as
interstitial-free (IF)) steels, high strength
low alloy (HSLA) steels, and the
substrate for motor lamination steels. IF
steels are recognized as low carbon
steels with micro-alloying levels of
elements such as titanium or niobium
(also commonly referred to as
columbium), or both, added to stabilize
carbon and nitrogen elements. HSLA
steels are recognized as steels with
micro-alloying levels of elements such
as chromium, copper, niobium,
vanadium, and molybdenum. The
substrate for motor lamination steels
contains micro-alloying levels of
elements such as silicon and aluminum.

Steel products to be included in the
scope of this review, regardless of
definitions in the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTS), are
products in which: (i) Iron
predominates, by weight, over each of
the other contained elements; (ii) the
carbon content is 2 percent or less, by
weight; and (iii) none of the elements
listed below exceeds the quantity, by
weight, respectively indicated:

1.80 percent of manganese, or
2.25 percent of silicon, or
1.00 percent of copper, or
0.50 percent of aluminum, or
1.25 percent of chromium, or
0.30 percent of cobalt, or

0.40 percent of lead, or

1.25 percent of nickel, or
0.30 percent of tungsten, or
0.10 percent of molybdenum, or
0.10 percent of niobium, or
0.15 percent of vanadium, or
0.15 percent of zirconium.

All products that meet the physical
and chemical description provided
above are within the scope of this
review unless otherwise excluded. The
following products, by way of example,
are outside or specifically excluded
from the scope of this review:

+ Alloy hot-rolled steel products in
which at least one of the chemical
elements exceeds those listed above
(including, e.g., ASTM specifications
A543, A387, A514, A517, A506).

* Society of Automotive Engineers
(SAE)/American Iron and Steel Institute
(AISI) grades of series 2300 and higher.

 Ball bearings steels, as defined in
the HTS.

» Tool steels, as defined in the HTS.

+ Silico-manganese (as defined in the
HTS) or silicon electrical steel with a
silicon level exceeding 2.25 percent.

* ASTM specifications A710 and
A736.

e USS Abrasion-resistant steels (USS
AR 400, USS AR 500).

 All products (proprietary or
otherwise) based on an alloy ASTM

specification (sample specifications:
ASTM A506, A507).

* Non-rectangular shapes, not in
coils, which are the result of having
been processed by cutting or stamping
and which have assumed the character
of articles or products classified outside
chapter 72 of the HTS.

The merchandise subject to this
review is classified in the HTS at
subheadings: 7208.10.15.00,
7208.10.30.00, 7208.10.60.00,
7208.25.30.00, 7208.25.60.00,
7208.26.00.30, 7208.26.00.60,
7208.27.00.30, 7208.27.00.60,
7208.36.00.30, 7208.36.00.60,
7208.37.00.30, 7208.37.00.60,
7208.38.00.15, 7208.38.00.30,
7208.38.00.90, 7208.39.00.15,
7208.39.00.30, 7208.39.00.90,
7208.40.60.30, 7208.40.60.60,
7208.53.00.00, 7208.54.00.00,
7208.90.00.00, 7211.14.00.90,
7211.19.15.00, 7211.19.20.00,
7211.19.30.00, 7211.19.45.00,
7211.19.60.00, 7211.19.75.30,
7211.19.75.60, and 7211.19.75.90.
Certain hot-rolled flat-rolled carbon
steel flat products covered by this
review, including: vacuum degassed
fully stabilized; high strength low alloy;
and the substrate for motor lamination
steel may also enter under the following
tariff numbers: 7225.11.00.00,
7225.19.00.00, 7225.30.30.50,
7225.30.70.00, 7225.40.70.00,
7225.99.00.90, 7226.11.10.00,
7226.11.90.30, 7226.11.90.60,
7226.19.10.00, 7226.19.90.00,
7226.91.50.00, 7226.91.70.00,
7226.91.80.00, and 7226.99.00.00.
Subject merchandise may also enter
under 7210.70.30.00, 7210.90.90.00,
7211.14.00.30, 7212.40.10.00,
7212.40.50.00, and 7212.50.00.00.
Although the HTS subheadings are
provided for convenience and U.S.
Customs and Border Protection (CBP)
purposes, the written description of the
merchandise under review is
dispositive.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case and
rebuttal briefs by parties to this
administrative review are addressed in
the Issues and Decision Memorandum
from Joseph A Spetrini, Deputy
Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, to James J. Jochum,
Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration: Issues and Decision
Memorandum for the Final Results of
the Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review of Certain Hot-Rolled Carbon
Steel Flat Products from South Africa:
May 3, 2001 through August 31, 2002,
dated November 6, 2003 (Decision
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Memo), which is hereby adopted by this
notice.

A list of the issues which parties have
raised and to which we have responded,
all of which are in the Decision Memo,
is attached to this notice as an
appendix. Parties can find a complete
discussion of all issues raised in this
review and the corresponding
recommendations in this public
memorandum, which is on file in the
Central Records Unit, room B—099 of the
main Commerce Building. In addition, a
complete version of the Decision Memo
can be accessed directly on the Web at
http://ia.ita.doc.gov. The paper copy
and electronic version of the Decision
Memo are identical in content.

Application of Facts Available

In the Preliminary Results, we applied
facts available to Iscor/Saldanha and
Highveld pursuant to sections 776(a)(1)
and (2) of the Act because Iscor/
Saldanha’s and Highveld’s stated
decision not to participate in the review
constitutes a refusal to provide the
information necessary to conduct the
Department’s antidumping analysis,
pursuant to section 776(a)(2)(A) of the
Act. Moreover, respondents’ non-
participation significantly impedes the
review process. See section 776(a)(2)(C)
of the Act.

Furthermore, we used an adverse
inference and applied AFA pursuant to
section 776(b) of the Act because we
determined that Iscor/Saldanha and
Highveld had failed to cooperate to the
best of their ability by refusing to
respond to the Department’s
questionnaire, making it impossible for
the Department to perform any
company-specific analysis or calculate
dumping margins, if any, for the period
of review (POR). After analyzing the
comments received, we continue to find
that the use of AFA is warranted for
exports of subject merchandise to the
United States by Iscor/Saldanha and
Highveld in these final results. For a
complete discussion, see the Decision
Memo. As AFA, the Department is
assigning the rate of 9.28 percent. This
rate was derived from the petition, and
was the only rate in the notice of
initiation of investigation. See 67 FR
65336. It is also the rate applied in the
final determination of the investigation
of sales at less-than-fair-value (LTFV)
because we found in the investigation

that the parties did not cooperate to the
best of their ability and we applied AFA
(see Notice of Final Determination of
Sales at Less Than Fair Value: Certain
Hot-Rolled Carbon Steel Flat Products
from South Africa, 66 FR 37002 (July 16,
2001)). It is the rate currently in effect
for all exporters. As discussed further
below, this rate has been corroborated.

Corroboration of Secondary
Information Used as AFA

Section 776(c) of the Act provides that
when the Department relies on the facts
otherwise available and relies on
“secondary information,” the
Department shall, to the extent
practicable, corroborate that information
from independent sources reasonably at
the Department’s disposal. The SAA
clarifies that the petition is “secondary
information,” and states that
“‘corroborate” means to determine that
the information used has probative
value. See Statement of Administrative
Action, URAA, H.R. Doc. 316, Vol 1,
103d Cong. (1994) (SAA) at 870. To
corroborate secondary information, the
Department will, to the extent
practicable, examine the reliability and
relevance of the information to be used.
We have previously examined the 9.28
percent rate and found it to be reliable.
See Memorandum from Doug Campau
to Barbara Tillman, Preliminary
Determination of Certain Hot-Rolled
Carbon Steel Flat Products From South
Africa: Corroboration of Secondary
Information, dated April 23, 2001, and
placed on the record of this review on
June 30, 2003.

As part of the corroboration process,
we have re-examined the information
used as facts available in the
investigation. For purposes of this
administrative review, we have
reviewed the petition and the
administrative record, and found no
reason to believe that the reliability of
this information should be called into
question.

Further, the Department considers
information reasonably at its disposal to
determine whether a margin continues
to have relevance. With respect to the
relevance aspect of corroboration,
however, the Department will consider
information reasonably at its disposal as
to whether there are circumstances that
would render a margin inappropriate.
Where circumstances indicate that the

selected margin is not appropriate as
adverse facts available, the Department
will disregard the selected margin and
determine an appropriate margin. See
e.g., Fresh Cut Flowers from Mexico:
Final Results of Antidumping
Administrative Review, 61 FR 6812
(February 22, 1996) (Flowers from
Mexico). We found the AFA rate from
the LTFV investigation in this case to be
relevant and reliable, and therefore
corroborated for purposes of this
administrative review. Accordingly, we
determine that the information from the
petition remains the most appropriate
basis for AFA.

When circumstances warrant, the
Department may diverge from its
standard practice of selecting as the
AFA rate the highest rate in any
segment of the proceeding and calculate
the AFA rate pursuant to section 776(b)
of the Act. For example, in Flowers from
Mexico, the Department did not use the
highest margin in that case as best
information available (the predecessor
to facts available) because the margin
was based on another company’s
aberrational business expense that
resulted in an unusually high margin.
See Flowers from Mexico at 6814. In
other cases, the Department did not
apply a margin, because that figure was
subsequently discredited, or the facts
did not support such a usage. See also
Allegheny Ludlum Corp., et al. v. United
States, Slip Op 03-89 (July 24, 2003 at
22-26, currently on appeal, and D & L
Supply Co. v. United States, 113 F.3d
1220, 1221 (Fed. Cir. 1997) (the
Department will not use a margin that
has been judicially invalidated). None of
these unusual circumstances are present
here. Moreover, the rate selected is the
rate currently applicable to all
exporters.

Accordingly, we determine that the
highest rate from any segment of this
administrative proceeding (i.e., the rate
of 9.28 percent from the determination
of sales at LTFV) is in accord with the
requirement of section 776(c) of the Act
that secondary information be
corroborated (i.e., that it have probative
value).

Final Results of Review

As a result of our review, we
determine the antidumping margins for
Iscor/Saldanha and Highveld, based on
total AFA, to be as follows:

: ) Margin
Manufacturer/Exporter Time Period (percent)
IS elo] g S T=1Te F=T | o= PSSP PR PR 05/03/01-08/31/02 9.28
L TTe 141V PSSP 05/03/01-08/31/02 9.28
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Duty Assessment and Cash Deposit
Requirements

The Department shall determine, and
CBP shall assess, antidumping duties on
all appropriate entries. The Department
will issue appropriate appraisement
instructions directly to CBP within 15
days of publication of the final results
of review. Furthermore, the following
deposit rates will be effective with
respect to all shipments of certain hot-
rolled carbon steel flat products from
South Africa entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on or
after the publication date of the final
results, as provided for by section
751(a)(2)(C) of the Act: (1) For Iscor/
Saldanha and Highveld, the cash
deposit rate will be the rate indicated
above; (2) for previously reviewed or
investigated companies not listed above,
the cash deposit rate will be the
company-specific rate established for
the most recent period; (3) if the
exporter is not a firm covered in this
review, a prior review, or the 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 subject
merchandise; and (4) for all other
producers and/or exporters of this
merchandise, the cash deposit rate shall
be the all other rate established in the
LTFV investigation, which is 9.28
percent. These deposit rates, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
publication of the final results of the
next administrative review.

Notification of Interested Parties

This notice also serves as a final
reminder to importers of their
responsibility under section 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 doubled
antidumping duties.

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective orders (APO) of their
responsibility concerning the
disposition of proprietary information
disclosed under APO as explained in
the administrative order itself. Timely
written notification of the return/
destruction of APO materials or
conversion to judicial protective order is
hereby requested. Failure to comply
with the regulations and terms of an
APO is a sanctionable violation.

This administrative review and notice
are in accordance with sections
751(a)(3)(A) and 777(i)(1) of the Act.

Dated: November 6, 2003.
Joseph A. Spetrini,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

Appendix

List of Issues

Comment 1: There Has Been Continued
Injurious Dumping & Lack of Cooperation by
Respondents.

Comment 2: The Statute and the
Department’s Practice Require It to
Recalculate the Margin: The Margins Should
Reflect Current Industry/Market Conditions
and Trading Practices.

Comment 3: The Department Should
Recalculate the Margin to Update It to the
POR.

Comment 4: The Cases Cited in the
Preliminary Results Provide No Basis for the
Department’s Determination.

[FR Doc. 03-28669 Filed 11-14—03; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[(A—489-805), (C—489-806)]

Notice of Initiation and Preliminary
Results of Changed Circumstances
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews: Certain Pasta
From Turkey

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

ACTION: Notice of Initiation and
Preliminary Results of Changed
Circumstances Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative
Reviews.

SUMMARY: The Department of Commerce
has received information sufficient to
warrant the initiation of changed
circumstances administrative reviews of
the antidumping and countervailing
duty orders on certain pasta from
Turkey. Based on this information, we
preliminarily determine that Tat
Konserve Sanayi A.S. is the successor-
in-interest to Pastavilla Makarnacilik
Sanayi ve Ticaret A.S., for purposes of
determining antidumping and
countervailing duty liabilities.
Interested parties are invited to
comment on these preliminary results.
EFFECTIVE DATE: November 17, 2003.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Melanie Brown (Countervailing) or
Lyman Armstrong (Antidumping),
Office of AD/CVD Enforcement, Import
Administration, International Trade

Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230,
telephone: (202) 482—4987 or (202) 482—
3601, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On July 24, 1996, the Department of
Commerce (“‘the Department”)
published in the Federal Register the
antidumping and countervailing duty
orders on pasta from Turkey (61 FR
38545-38547). On September 24, 2003,
Tat Konserve Sanayi A.S. (“Tat”),
submitted information stating that Tat is
the successor-in-interest to Pastavilla
Makarnacilik Sanayi ve Ticaret A.S.
(“Pastavilla”), and, as such, Tat is
entitled to receive the same
antidumping and countervailing duty
treatment accorded Pastavilla.

Scope of Review

Imports covered by this review are
shipments of certain non-egg dry pasta
in packages of five pounds (2.27
kilograms) or less, whether or not
enriched or fortified or containing milk
or other optional ingredients such as
chopped vegetables, vegetable purees,
milk, gluten, diastases, vitamins,
coloring and flavorings, and up to two
percent egg white. The pasta covered by
this scope is typically sold in the retail
market, in fiberboard or cardboard
cartons, or polyethylene or
polypropylene bags of varying
dimensions.

Excluded from the scope of this
review are refrigerated, frozen, or
canned pastas, as well as all forms of
egg pasta, with the exception of non-egg
dry pasta containing up to two percent
egg white.

The merchandise subject to review is
currently classifiable under item
1902.19.20 of the Harmonized Tariff
Schedule of the United States (HTSUS).
Although the HTSUS subheading is
provided for convenience and Customs
purposes, the written description of the
merchandise subject to the order is
dispositive.

Scope Rulings

The Department has issued the
followmg scope ruling to date:

) On October 26, 1998, the
Department self-initiated a scope
inquiry to determine whether a package
weighing over five pounds as a result of
allowable industry tolerances is within
the scope of the antidumping and
countervailing duty orders. On May 24,
1999, we issued a final scope ruling
finding that, effective October 26, 1998,
pasta in packages weighing or labeled
up to (and including) five pounds four
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