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1 The Regulations were issued pursuant to the
Export Administration Act of 1979 (‘‘Act’’), 50
U.S.C. app. secs. 2401–2420 (1994 & Supp. IV
1998), as reauthorized by Act of November 13,
2000, Pub. L. 106–508, 114 Stat. 2360. The Act
lapsed on August 20, 2001. Pursuant to the
International Emergency Economic Powers Act (50
U.S.C. 1701–1706 (1994 & Supp. IV 1998)), the
President, through Executive Order 13222 of August
17, 2001 (66 FR 44025 (August 22, 2001)), has
continued the Regulations in force.

[FR Doc. 01–22980 Filed 9–12–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–30–C

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Economic Development Administration

Petition by a Firm for Certification of
Eligibility To Apply for Trade
Adjustment Assistance

ACTION: Proposed collection; comment
request.

SUMMARY: The Department of
Commerce, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork and
respondent burden, invites the general
public and other Federal agencies to
take this opportunity to comment on
proposed or continuing information
collections, as required by the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995,
Public Law 104–13 (44 U.S.C.
3506(c)(2)(A)).

DATES: Written comments must be
submitted on or before November 13,
2001.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Madeleine G. Clayton, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer, Office of
the Chief Information Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6086,
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW,
Washington, DC 20230 or via e-mail at
mclayton@doc.com.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Requests for additional information or
copies of the information collection
instrument and instructions should be
directed to Patricia A. Flynn, Director,
Operations Review and Analysis
Division, Economic Development
Administration, Room 7015,
Washington, DC 20230, telephone: (202)
482–5353.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Abstract

The information collection is needed
to ascertain whether a firm is eligible to
apply for trade adjustment assistance.
To be certified eligible, a firm must
demonstrate that increased imports of
articles directly competitive with its
products contributed importantly to
declines in sales or production and to
actual or threatened job loss impact of
increased imports. The information is
required under Chapter 3 of Title II of
the Trade Act of l974, as amended.

II. Method of Collection

The form is used by firms affected by
import competition to petition EDA for
certification of impact. Information
submitted in the petition form is a major

phase in obtaining a firm’s history,
including sales, production and
employment data (the firm provides
quarterly unemployment security forms
submitted to the state, a description of
the products produced by such firm, tax
returns and/or financial statements, a
firm’s decline in sales accounts, and
brochures of such firm’s production).

III. Data

OMB Number: 0610–0091.
Agency Form Number: ED–840P.
Type of Review: Extension of a

currently approved collection.
Burden: 1,576 hours.
Affected Public: Business firms which

vary in size, including small firms.
Estimated Number of Respondents:

197.
Estimated Time per Response: 8

hours.
Estimated Total Annual Burden

Hours: 1,576.
Estimated Total Annual Cost:

$230,274.

IV. Request for Comments

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether
the proposed collection of information
is necessary for the proper performance
of the functions of the agency, including
whether the information shall have
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the
agency’s estimate of the burden
(including hours and cost) of the
proposed collection of information; (c)
ways to enhance the equality, utility
and clarity of the information to be
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the
burden of the collection of information
on respondents, including through the
use of automated collection techniques
or other forms of information
technology.

Comments submitted in response to
this notice will be summarized and/or
included in the request for OMB
approval of this information collection;
and they also will become a matter of
public record.

Dated: September 7, 2001.

Madeleine Clayton,
Departmental Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Office of the Chief Information Officer.
[FR Doc. 01–22955 Filed 9–12–01; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 3510–34–P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Bureau of Export Administration

Action Affecting Export Privileges;
Infocom Corporation, Inc., Tetrabal
Corporation, Inc., Bayan Medhat
Elashi, Ghassan Elashi, Basman
Medhat Elashi, Ihsan Medhat, Ishan
Medhat ‘‘Sammy’’ Elashi, Hazim Elashi,
Fadwa Elafrangi

In the Matter of: Infocom Corporation, Inc.,
630 International Parkway, Suite 100,
Richardson, Texas 75081; Respondent and
Tetrabal Corporation, Inc., 316 Candlewood
Place, Richardson, Texas 75081; Bayan
Medhat Elashi, 1810 Auburn, Richardson,
Texas 75081; Ghassan Elashi, 304 Town
House Lane, Richardson, Texas 75081;
Basman Medhat Elashi, 1506 Willow Crest
Drive, Richardson, Texas 75081; Ihsan
Medhat ‘‘Sammy’’ Elashi, 316 Candlewood
Place, Richardson, Texas 75081; Hazim
Elashi, 937 Stone Trail Drive, Plano, Texas
75023; Fadwa Elafrangi, 306 Town House
Lane, Richardson, Texas 75081, Related
persons.

Order Temporarily Denying Export
Privileges

Through the Office of Export
Enforcement (‘‘OEE’’), the Bureau of
Export Administration (‘‘BXA’’), U.S.
Department of Commerce, has asked me
to issue an order pursuant to § 766.24 of
the Export Administration Regulations
(currently codified at 15 CFR parts 730–
774 (2001)) (‘‘EAR’’ or ‘‘Regulations’’) 1,
temporarily denying all U.S. export
privileges to Infocom Corporation, Inc.,
630 International Parkway, Suite 100,
Richardson, Texas 75081 (‘‘Infocom’’).
BXA has also asked that, pursuant to
§§ 766.24(c) and 766.23 of the
regulations, the order apply to the
following persons who are related to
Infocom:
Tetrabal Corporation, Inc., 316 Candlewood

Place, Richardson, Texas 75081
Bayan Medhat Elashi, 1810 Auburn,

Richardson, Texas 75081
Ghassan Elashi, 304 Town House Lane,

Richardson, Texas 75081
Basman Medhat Elashi, 1506 Willow Crest

Drive, Richardson, Texas 75081
Ihsan Medhat ‘‘Sammy’’ Elashi, 316

Candlewood Place, Richardson, Texas
75081

Hazin Elashi, 937 Stone Trail Drive, Plano,
Texas 75023

VerDate 11<MAY>2000 19:10 Sep 12, 2001 Jkt 194001 PO 00000 Frm 00004 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\13SEN1.SGM pfrm01 PsN: 13SEN1



47631Federal Register / Vol. 66, No. 178 / Thursday, September 13, 2001 / Notices

Fadwa Elafrangi, 306 Town House Lane,
Richardson, Texas 75081

In its request, BXA states that, based
upon an investigation by OEE, it
believes that Infocom has violated the
Regulations by shipping and attempting
to ship goods to Libya and Syria without
obtaining the necessary authorizations
from BXA. Specifically, BXA has
determined that Infocom made three
shipments of computer equipment
without the required export licenses
from BXA. These were:

(1) A 1997 shipment of computer
accessories to Malta that was,
immediately upon its arrival in Malta,
shipped to Libya. Infocom had dealt
with a representative of the ultimate
end-user in Libya in a manner that
suggests that Infocom was aware that
the goods were ultimately intended for
that country. Infocom did not have the
appropriate U.S. Government
authorization to ship the goods to Libya.
Additionally, Infocom did not disclose
the identity of the ultimate consignee on
the shipper’s export declaration it filed
for the shipment, listing instead a
forwarder in Malta.

(2) An April 1999 shipment of one
computer as well as memory chips and
central processing units (‘‘CPUs’’) to
Syria. Infocom made this shipment
directly from Texas to Syria. The
Regulations required Infocom to obtain
an export license from BXA to make the
shipment to Syria because the shipment
contained items that were controlled for
anti-terrorism reasons. Infocom did not
receive an export license for this
transaction.

(3) An August 2000 shipment of a
computer to Syria without the required
export license from BXA. In addition,
Infocom undervalued the goods in this
shipment on the export control
documents.

Additionally, in June 1999, Infocom
made an attempted shipment of CPUs to
Syria. It used the same freight forwarder
as the April 1999 shipment above.
When the freight forwarder questioned
whether the shipment required an
export license, Infocom’s Logistics
Manager, Basman Elashi, stated that he
had checked, and that it did not.
Infocom did not complete the shipment
through this freight forwarder. In fact,
the shipment would have required a
license from BXA.

In addition to these transactions,
OEE’s investigation also establishes that
Infocom offered price quotations to
other customers in Syria. It also suggests
that Infocom has many contacts in third
countries through whom it could send
goods to Syria and Libya as it did the
1997 shipment through Malta.

Thus, OEE’s investigation
demonstrates that Infocom has made
repeated exports without the required
U.S. government authorization, and that
it has attempted to conceal these
shipments by undervaluing goods, filing
false and deceptive SEDs, and avoiding
freight forwarders that ask
uncomfortable questions.

OEE’s investigation has disclosed that
one corporation and six natural persons
are closely related by their ownership,
control, affiliation, or connection with
Infocom. All of the natural persons have
received wages from Infocom. Their
names, addresses, and relationships to
Infocom are set out below as listed in
documents available to OEE:
Tetrabal Corporation, Inc., 316 Candlewood

Place, Richardson, Texas 75081
A business owned and operated by the same
principals as Infocom and located at the same
address.
Bayan Medhat Elashi, 1810 Auburn,

Richardson, Texas 75081
Chief Executive Officer of Infocom
Ghassan Elashi, 304 Town House Lane,

Richardson, Texas 75081
Vice President of Marketing of Infocom
Basman Medhat Elashi, 1506 Willow Crest

Drive, Richardson, Texas 75081
Logistics Manager of Infocom
Ihsan Medhat ‘‘Sammy’’ Elashi, 316

Candlewood Place, Richardson, Texas
75081

Systems Consultant for Infocom
Hazim Elashi, 937 Stone Trail Drive, Plano,

Texas 75023
Manager of Personal Computers Division of
Infocom
Fadwa Elafrangi, 306 Town House Lane,

Richardson, Texas 75081
Majority owner of Infocom
(During the course of the investigations, OEE
investigators discovered different spellings
for ‘‘Elashi’’ including: ‘‘El Ashi,’’ ‘‘Elashyi,’’
‘‘Elashye,’’ and ‘‘Ashi.’’)

In light of the evidence cited above
that Infocom has committed repeated
violations of the regulations that are
deliberate and covert, that its principals
have actively sought to engage in further
export transactions, and that, given the
nature of the items shipped, future
violations could go undetected. In
addition, a temporary denial order is
needed to give notice to companies in
the United States and abroad that they
should cease dealing with Infocom in
export transactions involving U.S.-
origin items. Such a temporary denial
order is clearly consistent with the
public interest to preclude future
violations of the Regulations.

Accordingly, I am issuing this order
because I have concluded that a TDO is
necessary, in the public interest, to
prevent an imminent violation of the
regulations. This order is issued on an

ex parte basis without a hearing based
upon BXA’s showing that expedited
action is required.

It Is Therefore Ordered:
First, that Infocom Corporation, Inc.,

630 International Parkway, Suite 100,
Richardson, Texas 75081 (‘‘the denied
person’’) and the following persons
subject to the order by their relationship
to the denied person, Tetrabal
Corporation, Inc., 316 Candlewood
Place, Richardson, Texas 75081; Bayan
Medhat Elashi, 810 Auburn,
Richardson, Texas 75081; Ghassan
Elashi, 304 Town House Lane,
Richardson, Texas 75081; Basman
Medhat Elashi, 1506 Willow Crest
Drive, Richardson, Texas 75081; Ihsan
Medhat ‘‘Sammy’’ Elashi, 316
Candlewood Place, Richardson, Texas
75081; Hazim Elashi, 937 Stone Trail
Drive, Plano, Texas 75023; Fadwa
Elafrangi; 306 Town House Lane;
Richardson, Texas 75081 (‘‘the related
persons’’) (together, the denied person
and the related persons are ‘‘persons
subject to this order’’) may not, directly
or indirectly, participate in any way in
any transaction involving any
commodity, software or technology
(hereinafter collectively referred to as
‘‘item’’) exported or to be exported from
the United States that is subject to the
Export Administration Regulations
(EAR), or in any other activity subject to
the EAR, including, but not limited to:

A. Applying for, obtaining, or using
any license, License Exception, or
export control document;

B. Carrying on negotiations
concerning, or ordering, buying,
receiving, using, selling, delivering,
storing, disposing of, forwarding,
transporting, financing, or otherwise
servicing in any way, transaction
involving any item exported or to be
exported from the United States that is
subject to the EAR, or in any other
activity subject to the EAR; or

C. Benefiting in any way from any
transaction involving any item exported
or to be exported from the United States
that is subject to the EAR, or in any
other activity subject to the EAR.

Second, that no person may, directly
or indirectly, do any of the following:

A. Export or reexport to or on behalf
of a person subject to this order any
item subject to the EAR;

B. Take any action that facilitates the
acquisition or attempted acquisition by
a person subject to this order of the
ownership, possession, or control of any
item subject to the EAR that has been or
will be exported from the United States,
including financing or other support
activities related to a transaction
whereby a person subject to this order
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acquires or attempts to acquire such
ownership, possession or control;

C. Take any action to acquire from or
to facilitate the acquisition or attempted
acquisition from a person subject to this
order of any item subject to the EAR that
has been exported from the United
States;

D. Obtain from a person subject to this
order in the United States any item
subject to the EAR with knowledge or
reason to know that the item will be, or
is intended to be, exported from the
United States; or

E. Engage in any transaction to service
any item subject to the EAR that has
been or will be exported from the
United States and which is owned,
possessed or controlled by a person
subject to this order, or service any item,
of whatever origin, that is owned,
possessed or controlled by a person
subject to this order if such service
involves the use of any item subject to
the EAR that has been or will be
exported from the United States. For
purposes of this paragraph, servicing
means installation, maintenance, repair,
modification or testing.

Third, that, in addition to the related
persons named above, after notice and
opportunity for comment as provided in
§ 766.23 of the EAR, any other person,
firm, corporation, or business
organization related to the denied
person by affiliation, ownership,
control, or position of responsibility in
the conduct of trade or related services
may also be made subject to the
provisions of this order.

Fourth, that this order does not
prohibit any export, reexport, or other
transaction subject to the EAR where the
only items involved that are subject to
the EAR are the foreign-produced direct
product of U.S.-origin technology.

In accordance with the provisions of
§ 766.24(e) of the regulations, Infocom
may, at any time, appeal this Order by
filing a full written statement in support
of the appeal with the Office of the
Administrative Law Judge, U.S. Coast
Guard ALJ Docketing Center, 40 South
Gay Street, Baltimore, Maryland 21202–
4022. A related person may appeal to
the Administrative Law Judge at the
aforesaid address in accordance with
the provisions of § 766.23(c) of the
regulations.

This Order is effective immediately
and shall remain in effect for 180 days.

In accordance with the provisions of
§ 766.24(d) of the regulations, BXA may
seek renewal of this Order by filing a
written request not later than 20 days
before the expiration date. Infocom may
oppose a request to renew this Order by
filing a written submission with the
Assistant Secretary for Export

Enforcement, which must be received
not later than seven days before the
expiration date of the Order.

A copy of this Order shall be served
on Infocom and each related person and
shall be published in the Federal
Register.

Entered this 6th day of September, 2001.
Michael J. Garcia,
Assistant Secretary for Export Enforcement.
[FR Doc. 01–22948 Filed 9–12–01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510–DT–M

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration

[A–201–802]

Preliminary Results and Rescission in
Part of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review: Gray Portland
Cement and Clinker From Mexico

AGENCY: Import Administration,
International Trade Administration,
Department of Commerce.
ACTION: Notice of preliminary results
and rescission in part of antidumping
duty administrative review.

SUMMARY: In response to requests from
interested parties, the Department of
Commerce is conducting an
administrative review of the
antidumping duty order on gray
portland cement and clinker from
Mexico. The review covers exports of
subject merchandise to the United
States during the period August 1, 1999,
through July 31, 2000, and one firm,
CEMEX, S.A. de C.V., and its affiliate,
GCC Cemento, S.A. de C.V. We have
preliminarily determined that, during
the period of review, sales were made
below normal value.

We invite interested parties to
comment on these preliminary results.
Parties who submit arguments in this
proceeding are requested to submit with
the argument (1) a statement of the
issues, and (2) a brief summary of the
argument.

EFFECTIVE DATE: September 13, 2001.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Davina Hashmi or Mark Ross, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230;
telephone (202) 482–5760, (202) 482–
4794, respectively.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Applicable Statute and Regulations
Unless otherwise indicated, all

citations to the statute are references to
the provisions effective January 1, 1995,

the effective date of the amendments
made to the Tariff Act of 1930 (the Act)
by the Uruguay Round Agreements Act.
In addition, unless otherwise indicated,
all citations to the Department of
Commerce’s (the Department’s)
regulations are to 19 CFR part 351 (April
2001).

Background

On August 16, 2000, the Department
published in the Federal Register a
Notice of Opportunity to Request
Administrative Review concerning the
antidumping duty order on gray
portland cement and clinker from
Mexico (65 FR 49962). In accordance
with 19 CFR 351.213, the petitioner, the
Southern Tier Cement Committee
(STCC), requested a review of CEMEX,
S.A. de C.V. (CEMEX), CEMEX’s
affiliate, GCC Cemento, S.A. de C.V.
(GCCC), and Apasco, S.A. de C.V.
(Apasco). In addition, CEMEX and
GCCC requested reviews of their own
entries. On September 26, 2000, we
published a Notice of Initiation of
Antidumping and Countervailing Duty
Administrative Reviews (65 FR 58733)
initiating this review. The period of
review is August 1, 1999, through July
31, 2000. We determined that Apasco
did not have any sales or shipments of
subject merchandise to the United
States during the period of review. Our
review of Customs import data
indicated that there were no entries of
subject merchandise made by Apasco
during the period of review. See
Memorandum from Analyst to the File,
dated March 27, 2001. Therefore, we are
rescinding this review with respect to
this manufacturer/exporter. We are now
conducting a review of CEMEX and
GCCC pursuant to section 751 of the
Act.

Scope of Review

The products covered by this review
include gray portland cement and
clinker. Gray portland cement is a
hydraulic cement and the primary
component of concrete. Clinker, an
intermediate material product produced
when manufacturing cement, has no use
other than of being ground into finished
cement. Gray portland cement is
currently classifiable under Harmonized
Tariff Schedule (HTS) item number
2523.29 and cement clinker is currently
classifiable under HTS item number
2523.10. Gray portland cement has also
been entered under HTS item number
2523.90 as ‘‘other hydraulic cements.’’
The HTS subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes
only. Our written description of the
scope of the proceeding is dispositive.
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