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McCormick, and Zhanggiu Qingyuan,
companies for which this review is
preliminarily rescinded, antidumping
duties shall be assessed at rates equal to
the cash deposit of estimated
antidumping duties required at the time
of entry, or withdrawal from warehouse,
for consumption, in accordance with 19
CFR 351.212(c)(2).

Cash Deposit Requirements

The following cash deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of the final results of the
administrative review for shipments of
the subject merchandise entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the publication
date of the final results, as provided by
section 751(a)(2)(C) of the Act: (1) for
the exporters listed above, the cash—
deposit rate will be that established in
these final results of review (except, if
the rate is zero or de minimis, no cash
deposit will be required); (2) for
previously reviewed or investigated
companies not listed above that have
separate rates, the cash—deposit rate will
continue to be the exporter—specific rate
published for the most recent period; (3)
for all other PRC exporters of subject
merchandise, which have not been
found to be entitled to a separate rate,
the cash—deposit rate will be the PRC-
wide rate of 376.67 percent; and (4) for
all non—-PRC exporters of subject
merchandise which have not received
their own rate, the cash—deposit rate
will be the rate applicable to the PRC
exporter that supplied that exporter.
These deposit requirements, when
imposed, shall remain in effect until
further notice.

Notification to Importers

This notice also 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 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 double antidumping duties.

This administrative review, and this
notice are in accordance with sections
751(a)(1) and 777(i) of the Act, and 19
CFR 351.213 and 351.221(b)(4).

Dated: November 30, 2007.
David M. Spooner,

Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. E7-23891 Filed 12—-7-07; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: In response to requests for
administrative review received on July
31, 2007, the Department of Commerce
(the Department) initiated an
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on certain pasta
from Italy covering the period July 1,
2006, through June 30, 2007.1 As a
result of timely withdrawals of request
for review, we are rescinding this
review, in part, with respect to
Valdigrano Di Flavio Pagani SrL
(Valdigrano), Industria Alimentare
Colavita, S.p.A. (Indalco) Atar S.r.L.
(Atar), Rummo S.P.A. Molina E
Pastificio (Rummo), Pastificio Pagani
S.p.A. (Pagani), Pastificio Carmine
Russo and Pastificio Russo di Cicciano
(collectively, Russo), and Domenico
Paone fu Erasmo S.p.A. (Domenico).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Christopher Hargett, AD/CVD
Operations, Office 3, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone: (202) 482—-4161.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background

On July 31, 2007, the Department
received a request for review from
Valdigrano, F. Divella SpA (Divella),
Pasta Zara SpA (Zara), Pastificio Di
Martino Gaetano & F.1li SrL (Di
Martino), Pastificio Felicetti SrL.
(Felicetti), and from Industria Indalco.2
The Department also received a request
for an administrative review from
petitioners 3 of Atar, Rummo, Pagani,
Russo, and Domenico.4

1 See Initiation of Antidumping and
Countervailing Duty Administrative Reviews and
Requests for Revocation, 72 FR 48613, 48614
(August 24, 2007) (Initiation Notice).

2 See Pasta from Italy, Request for Administrative
Review of Antidumping Order, July 31, 2007.

3 Petitioners are the New World Pasta Company,
American Italian Pasta Company, and Dakota
Growers Pasta Company.

4 See Request for '06—'07 Administrative Review
of the Antidumping Duty Order on Certain Pasta
from Italy, July 31, 2007.

On August 24, 2007, the Department
initiated the review.5 On September 4,
2007, Valdigrano withdrew its request
for review. On September 12, 2007,
Indalco withdrew its request for review.
On October 1 and October 5, 2007,
petitioners withdrew their request for
review on Rummo, Pagani, Russo, and
Domenico. On November 21, 2007,
petitioners withdrew their request for
review on Atar.

On October 15, 2007, the Department
selected Divella, Zara and Atar as
respondents in the instant review.6 On
October 15, 2007, the Department issued
antidumping duty questionnaires to
Divella, Zara and Atar.?

Scope of Order

Imports covered by the antidumping
duty order on pasta from Italy include
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, diastasis, vitamins,
coloring and flavorings, and up to two
percent egg white. The pasta covered by
this order 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 order
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.
Also excluded from the order on pasta
from Italy are imports of organic pasta
from Italy that are accompanied by the
appropriate certificate issued by the
Instituto Mediterraneo Di Certificazione,
by Bioagricoop Scrl, by QC&I
International Services, by Ecocert Italia
or by Consorzio per il Controllo dei
Prodotti Biologici, by Associazione
Italiana per I’Agricoltura Biologica, or
by Instituto per la Certificazione Etica e
Ambientale (ICEA) are also excluded
from this order.

The merchandise subject to the
antidumping duty order on pasta from
Italy 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.

5 See Initiation Notice.

6 See Selection of Respondents for Individual
Review Memo from the Team to Melissa Skinner,
dated October 15, 2007.

7 See request for information from the Department
to Divella, Zara and Atar, dated October 15, 2007.
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Scope Rulings

The Department has issued the
following scope rulings:

(1) On August 25, 1997, the
Department issued a scope ruling,
finding that multicolored pasta,
imported in kitchen display bottles of
decorative glass that are sealed with
cork or paraffin and bound with raffia,
is excluded from the scope of the order.8

(2) On July 30, 1998, the Department
issued a scope ruling, finding that
multipacks consisting of six one-pound
packages of pasta that are shrink-
wrapped into a single package are
within the scope of the order.?

(3) On October 23, 1997, the
petitioners filed a request that the
Department initiate an anti-
circumvention investigation against
Barilla, an Italian producer and exporter
of pasta. On October 5, 1998, the
Department issued a final determination
that, pursuant to section 781(a) of the
Act, Barilla was circumventing the
antidumping duty order by exporting
bulk pasta from Italy, which it
subsequently repackaged in the United
States into packages of five pounds or
less for sale in the United States.1©

(4) 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 may be
within the scope of the order. On May
24, 1999, we issued a final scope ruling
finding that, effective October 26, 1998,
pasta in packages weighing up to (and
including) five pounds four ounces, and
so labeled, is within the scope of the
order.11

Partial Rescission of Review

If a party that requested a review
withdraws the request within 90 days of
the date of publication of notice of
initiation of the requested review, the
Secretary will rescind the review
pursuant to 19 CFR 351.213(d)(1). In
this case, petitioners, Valdigrano, and
Indalco withdrew their requests for
administrative reviews within 90 days
from the date of initiation. No other
party requested review of the companies
covered by each of the requests for

8 See Memorandum from Edward Easton to
Richard Moreland, dated August 25, 1997.

9 See letter from Susan H. Kuhbach, Acting
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, to Barbara P. Sidari, Vice President,
Joseph A. Sidari Company, Inc., dated July 30,
1998.

10 See Anti-circumvention Inquiry of the
Antidumping Duty Order on Certain Pasta from
Italy: Affirmative Final Determination of
Circumvention of the Antidumping Duty Order, 63
FR 54672 (October 13, 1998).

11 See Memorandum from John Brinkmann to
Richard Moreland, dated May 24, 1999.

review. Therefore, we are rescinding
this review of the antidumping duty
order on certain pasta from Italy, in part,
with respect to Rummo, Pagani, Russo,
Domenico, Indalco, Valdigrano and
Atar.

The Department will issue
appropriate assessment instructions
directly to U.S. Customs and Border
Protection (CBP) 15 days after the
publication of this notice. The
Department will direct CBP to assess
antidumping duties at the cash deposit
rate in effect on the date of entry for
entries during the period July 1, 2006,
through June 30, 2006.

This notice is in accordance with
section 777(i)(1) of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended, and 19 CFR
251.213(d)(4).

Dated: December 3, 2007.
Stephen J. Claeys,

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

[FR Doc. E7-23892 Filed 12—-7—-07; 8:45 am]
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SUMMARY: On June 6, 2007, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results of the sixth
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on certain
polyester staple fiber from the Republic
of Korea. The review covers the
shipments of subject merchandise to the
United States by Huvis Corporation and
Dongwoo Industry Co., Ltd. Based on
our analysis of the comments received
from interested parties and an
examination of our calculations, we
have made certain changes for the final
results. The final weighted—average
dumping margins are listed below in the
“Final Results of the Review” section of
this notice.

EFFECTIVE DATE: December 10, 2007.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Andrew McAllister or Brandon
Farlander, Office 1, AD/CVD
Operations, Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW,
Washington DC 20230; telephone: (202)

482-1174 and (202) 4820182,
respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Background

On June 6, 2007, the Department of
Commerce (“the Department”)
published Certain Polyester Staple Fiber
from Korea: Preliminary Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review and Preliminary Intent to
Rescind, 72 FR 31279 (June 6, 2007)
(“Preliminary Results”’) in the Federal
Register.

On July 12, 2007, the Department
issued a memorandum releasing
shipment data for Dongwoo Industry
Co., Ltd. (“Dongwoo”). On July 17,
2007, the Department issued a
memorandum releasing these shipment
data to legal counsel for Dongwoo.

We invited parties to comment on the
preliminary results. On July 27, 2007,
Wellman, Inc.; Invista, S.a.r.L.; and DAK
Americas, LLC (collectively, ‘“‘the
petitioners’’), Huvis Corporation
(“Huvis”), and Consolidated Fibers Inc.
(“Consolidated Fibers”) (an importer of
subject merchandise sales by Dongwoo)/
Dongwoo, filed case briefs. On August 3,
2007, the Department rejected
Consolidated Fibers/Dongwoo’s case
brief because the brief contained
untimely filed new factual information.
Also, on August 3, 2007, the Department
requested comments from interested
parties on the discrepancies between
information provided in Dongwoo’s
August 10, 2006, questionnaire response
and information contained in the
Department’s July 12, 2007,
memorandum. On August 7, 2007, we
received a revised case brief from
Consolidated Fibers/Dongwoo. We
received no comments from interested
parties regarding Dongwoo’s
discrepancies. On August 24, 2007, the
petitioners and Huvis filed rebuttal
briefs.

On September 28, 2007, the
Department published in the Federal
Register an extension of the time limit
for the completion of the final results of
this review until no later than December
3, 2007, in accordance with section
751(a)(3)(A) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended (“the Act”), and 19 CFR
351.213(h)(2). See Certain Polyester
Staple Fiber from Korea: Notice of
Extension of Time Limit for the Final
Results of the 2005-2006 Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review, 72 FR 1703
(September 28, 2007).

Scope of the Order

For the purposes of this order, the
product covered is certain polyester
staple fiber (“PSF”). PSF is defined as



		Superintendent of Documents
	2023-05-02T10:13:41-0400
	Government Publishing Office, Washington, DC 20401
	Government Publishing Office
	Government Publishing Office attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by Government Publishing Office




