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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Rural Business-Cooperative Service

Notice of a Public Meeting on the
Agriculture Innovation Center
Demonstration Program

AGENCY: Rural Business-Cooperative
Service, USDA.

ACTION: Notice of public meeting.

SUMMARY: This Notice is to notify
entities concerned with agricultural
value-added marketing issues and other
interested persons that the Rural
Business-Cooperative Service (RBS) is
holding a public meeting for interested
persons to express their views on
implementing the Agriculture
Innovation Center Demonstration
Program to assist U.S. agricultural
producers.

DATES: The meeting will be held on July
31, 2002, starting at 9 a.m. eastern time,
with registration at 8 a.m. The public
meeting will end at 4:30 p.m. unless
concluded earlier.

ADDRESSES: The meeting will be held in
Room 107-A, Jamie Whitten Building,
U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1400
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC. Those interested in
making a presentation at the meeting
should send a written request to Wendy
Dotson, Office of the Deputy
Administrator for Cooperative Services,
Room 4016, Stop 3250, 1400
Independence Avenue SW.,
Washington, DC 20250-3250.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Dunn, Director, Cooperative
Management Resource Division, RBS,
Room 4206-S, Stop 3256, 1400
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC 20250-3256,
Telephone: 202—690-1374.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
meeting will be conducted by
representatives of the Department of
Agriculture. The information from the
meeting will be considered in
implementing provisions of the Farm
Security and Rural Investment Act of
2002 (Pub. L. 107-171) concerning the
Agriculture Innovation Center
Demonstration Program (section 6402).
The purpose of the meeting is to provide
background information for
consideration in the implementation
and administration of this program.

RBS is particularly interested in
receiving comments on the following
specific issues as they relate to
agriculture innovation centers:

1. Focus of work by the proposed
innovation centers—The relative
importance of (a) technical assistance,

engineering services, applied research,
scale production, etc., (b) assistance in
marketing, market development, and
business planning, and (c) organization,
outreach, and development assistance.
What is the appropriate mix of each?

2. Viable methods of raising the
equity capital necessary for many
producer-owned value-added ventures.
How can assistance to agricultural
producers best be structured for this
purpose?

3. How the innovation centers might
best coordinate with existing technical
assistance, business advisory, and
organizational assistance providers.

4. How to meet the demand for value-
added assistance in traditional crop and
livestock value-added enterprises as
well as newer, unique niche
opportunities.

5. The desirability of the entity having
the required assistance expertise in-
house versus contracting out for that
expertise.

6. Suggestions for criteria for scoring
and selecting proposals that accomplish
innovation center objectives.

To schedule oral testimony for the
public meeting, notify Ms. Dotson, in
writing, at the above address. Requests
may be sent by facsimile to (202) 720-
4641 or e-mail to
wendy.dotson@usda.gov. Those who
wish to make oral presentations must
restrict presentations to 15 minutes and
are also encouraged to have written
copies of their complete comments,
including exhibits, for inclusion the
Agency'’s record. Written copies should
also be sent to Ms. Dotson in advance
of the meeting. Those who register their
attendance at the public meeting, but
have not been scheduled in advance to
present oral testimony, will be given an
opportunity to do so if time permits.
Otherwise, the opportunity will be
given to submit their views in writing
by August 6, 2002. Participants who
require a sign language interpreter or
other special accommodations should
contact Ms. Wendy Dotson as directed
above.

Copies of the presentations will not be
available for distribution from the
Department. However, they will be
available for public inspection in Room
4206 South Building, 1400
Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, DC, during regular
business hours, 8:00-4:30 EDT.

Dated: July 5, 2002.
John Rosso,

Administrator, Rural Business-Cooperative
Service.

[FR Doc. 02—17408 Filed 7-10-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410-XY—P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

International Trade Administration
[A-533-810]

Stainless Steel Bar from India; Final
Results of Antidumping Duty
Administrative Review

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

ACTION: Notice of Final Results of
Antidumping Duty Administrative
Review.

SUMMARY: On March 7, 2002, the
Department of Commerce published the
preliminary results and partial
rescission of the administrative review
of the antidumping duty order on
stainless steel bar from India. We gave
interested parties an opportunity to
comment on the preliminary results.
Based on our analysis of the comments
received and an examination of our
calculations, we have made certain
changes for the final results. We find
that the reviewed company did not sell
stainless steel bar from India in the
United States below normal value
during the period of review (“POR”’) of
February 1, 2000, to January 31, 2001.

EFFECTIVE DATE : July 11, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Ryan Langan or Cole Kyle, Office 1, AD/
CVD Enforcement, Import
Administration, International Trade
Administration, U.S. Department of
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution
Avenue, NW, Washington DC 20230;
telephone (202) 482-2613 or (202) 482—
1503, respectively.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Applicable Statute

Unless otherwise indicated, all
citations to the statute are references to
the provisions of the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended effective January 1, 1995,
(“The Act”) by the Uruguay Round
Agreements Act (“URAA”). In addition,
unless otherwise indicated, all citations
to the Department of Commerce’s (“‘the
Department”’) regulations are to 19 CFR
Part 351 (April 2000).

Background

On March 7, 2002, the Department
published in the Federal Register,
Stainless Steel Bar from India;
Preliminary Results of Antidumping
Duty Administrative Review and Partial
Rescission of Administrative Review (67
FR 10377) (“Preliminary Results”). The
only manufacturer/exporter subject to
this review is Viraj Group, Ltd. (“Viraj”
or “respondent”). After inviting parties
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to comment on the Preliminary Results
of this review, we received petitioners’
case brief and Viraj’s rebuttal brief. At
the request of the petitioners, we held
a hearing on May 8, 2002. We did not
conduct a verification in this
proceeding.

Scope of Review

Imports covered by this review are
shipments of stainless steel bar (“SSB”).
SSB means articles of stainless steel in
straight lengths that have been either
hot-rolled, forged, turned, cold-drawn,
cold-rolled or otherwise cold-finished,
or ground, having a uniform solid cross
section along their whole length in the
shape of circles, segments of circles,
ovals, rectangles (including squares),
triangles, hexagons, octagons, or other
convex polygons. SSB includes cold-
finished SSBs that are turned or ground
in straight lengths, whether produced
from hot-rolled bar or from straightened
and cut rod or wire, and reinforcing bars
that have indentations, ribs, grooves, or
other deformations produced during the
rolling process.

Except as specified above, the term
does not include stainless steel semi-
finished products, cut length flat-rolled
products (i.e., cut length rolled products
which, if less than 4.75 mm in
thickness, have a width measuring at
least 10 times the thickness, or, if 4.75
mm or more in thickness, have a width
which exceeds 150 mm and measures at
least twice the thickness), wire (i.e.,
cold-formed products in coils, of any
uniform solid cross section along their
whole length, which do not conform to
the definition of flat-rolled products),
and angles, shapes and sections.

The SSB subject to these reviews is
currently classifiable under subheadings
7222.11.00.05, 7222.11.00.50,
7222.19.00.05, 7222.19.00.50,
7222.20.00.05, 7222.20.00.45,
7222.20.00.75, and 7222.30.00.00 of the
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the
United States (“HTSUS”). Although the
HTSUS subheadings are provided for
convenience and customs purposes, our
written description of the scope of this
review is dispositive.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case and
rebuttal briefs by parties to this
administrative review areaddressed in

the “Issues and Decision Memorandum”
from Richard Moreland, Deputy
Assistant Secretary, Import
Administration, to Joseph A. Spetrini,
Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration, dated July 5, 2002,
(“Decision Memorandum’’), which is
hereby adopted by this notice. A list of
the issues which parties raised and to
which we responded, all of which are in
the Decision Memorandum, 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 Department building. In
addition, a complete version of the
Decision Memorandum can be accessed
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.

Fair Value Comparisons

To determine whether sales of
stainless steel bar from India to the
United States were made at less than
fair value, we compared export price
(“EP”’) or constructed export price
(“CEP”’) to normal value (“NV”’). Our
calculations followed the methodologies
described in the Preliminary Results,
except as noted below and in the Viraj
Group, Ltd. Final Results Calculation
Memorandum (““Calculation
Memorandum”), dated July 5, 2002,
which is on file in the Import
Administration’s Central Records Unit
(“CRU”), Room B—099 of the main
Department of Commerce building.

Export Price and Constructed Export
Price

For certain sales to the United States,
we used EP as defined in section 772(a)
of the Act. For the remaining sales to the
United States, we used CEP as defined
in section 772(b) of the Act. We
calculated EP and CEP based on the
same methodologies described in the
Preliminary Results, except that we
corrected certain ministerial errors and
did not make a duty drawback
adjustment (see Calculation
Memorandum and Issues and Decision
Memorandum at Comments 2 and 5).

Normal Value

We used the same methodology as
that described in the Preliminary
Results to determine the cost of
production (“COP”’), whether home
market sales were at prices below the
COP, and the NV, except that, in
calculating COP, we recalculated Viraj’s
interest and SG&A expense ratios (see
Calculation Memorandum and Issues
and Decision Memorandum at
Comments 3 and 4).

1. Calculation of COP

In accordance with section 773(b)(3)
of the Act, we calculated the weighted-
average COP, by model, based on the
sum of the cost of materials, fabrication,
selling, general and administrative
expenses, and packing costs.

2. Results of the COP Test

Pursuant to section 773(b)(1) of the
Act, where less than 20 percent of a
respondent’s sales of a given product are
made at prices below the COP, we do
not disregard any below-cost sales of
that product because we determine that
in such instances the below-cost sales
were not made in ‘“‘substantial
quantities.” Where 20 percent or more
of a respondent’s sales of a given
product are at prices less than the COP,
we disregard those sales of that product,
because we determine that in such
instances the below-cost sales represent
“substantial quantities”” within an
extended period of time in accordance
with section 773(b)(1)(A) of the Act. In
such cases, we also determine whether
such sales are made at prices which
would not permit recovery of all costs
within a reasonable period of time, in
accordance with section 773(b)(1)(B) of
the Act. We found that Viraj did not
make more than 20 percent of its sales
of any product at prices less than the
COP. Therefore, all of Viraj’s home
market sales have been included in the
calculation of NV, in accordance with
section 773(b)(1).

Final Results of Review

We determine that the following
percentage margin exists for the period
February 1, 2000, through January 31,
2001:

Producer/Manufacturer/Exporter

Weighted-Average Margin

The Viraj Group, Limited

0.47% (de minimis)

The Department shall determine, and
the Customs Service shall assess,
antidumping duties on all appropriate

entries. We will instruct the Customs
Service to assess antidumping duties on
all appropriate entries covered by this

review if any importer-specific
assessment rate calculated in the final
results of this review is above de
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minimis (i.e., 0.50 percent or greater).
Accordingly, we have calculated
importer-specific duty assessment rates
for the merchandise in question. The
assessment rate will be assessed
uniformly on all entries of that
particular importer made during the
POR.

Cash Deposit Rates

The following antidumping duty
deposits will be required on all
shipments of stainless steel bar from
India entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption, effective
on or after the publication date of the
final results of this administrative
review, as provided by section 751(a)(1)
of the Act: (1) for Viraj, no antidumping
duty deposit will be required; (2) for
merchandise exported by manufacturers
or exporters not covered in this review
but covered in the original less-than-
fair-value investigation or a previous
review, the cash deposit will continue
to be the most recent rate published in
the final determination or final results
for which the manufacturer or exporter
received an individual rate; (3) if the
exporter is not a firm covered in this
review, the previous review, or the
original investigation, but the
manufacturer is, the cash deposit rate
will be the rate established for the most
recent period for the manufacturer of
the merchandise; and (4) if neither the
exporter nor the manufacturer is a firm
covered in this or any previous reviews,
the cash deposit rate will be 12.45
percent, the ““all others” rate established
in the less-than-fair-value investigation
(see Stainless Steel Bar from India; Final
Determination of Sales at Less Than
Fair Value, 59 FR 66915 (December 28,
1994)).

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

Notification to Importers

This notice serves as a final reminder
to importers of their responsibility
under 19 CFR 351.402(f)(2) 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.

Notification Regarding APOs

This notice also serves as a reminder
to parties subject to administrative
protective orders (“APOs”) of their

responsibility concerning the return or
destruction of proprietary information
disclosed under APO in accordance
with 19 CFR 351.305, which continues
to govern business proprietary
information in this segment of the
proceeding. 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 violation
which is subject to sanction.

We are issuing and publishing this
determination and notice in accordance
with sections section 751(a)(1) and
777(1)(1) of the Act.

Dated: July 5, 2002.
Joseph A. Spetrini,

Acting Assistant Secretary for Import
Administration.

Appendix 1
Issues in Decision Memorandum

Comment 1. Collapsing the Viraj Group
Comment 2. Duty Drawback

Comment 3. Calculation of Interest
Expense for VIL

Comment 4. Calculation of Interest
Expense

Comment 5. Ministerial Errors

[FR Doc. 02—17475 Filed 7-10-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-DS-S

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

[1.D. 070302A]

Marine Mammals; File No. 42-1642

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Receipt of application for
amendment.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
Mystic Aquarium, 55 Coogan Blvd.,
Mystic, CT 06355 (Dr. Lisa Mazarro,
Principal Investigator) has requested an
amendment to scientific research Permit
No. 42-1642.
DATES: Written or telefaxed comments
must be received on or before August
12, 2002.
ADDRESSES: The amendment request
and related documents are available for
review upon written request or by
appointment in the following office(s):
Permits, Conservation and Education
Division, Office of Protected Resources,
NMFS, 1315 East-West Highway, Room
13705, Silver Spring, MD 20910; phone
(301)713-2289; fax (301)713—0376; and

Northeast Region, NMFS, One
Blackburn Drive, Gloucester, MA01930—
2298; phone (978)281-9200; fax
(978)281-9371.

Written comments or requests for a
public hearing on this request should be
submitted to the Chief, Permits,
Conservation and Education Division,
F/PR1, Office of Protected Resources,
NMFS, 1315 East-West Highway, Room
13705, Silver Spring, MD 20910. Those
individuals requesting a hearing should
set forth the specific reasons why a
hearing on this particular amendment
request would be appropriate.

Comments may also be submitted by
facsimile at (301)713-0376, provided the
facsimile is confirmed by hard copy
submitted by mail and postmarked no
later than the closing date of the
comment period. Please note that
comments will not be accepted by e-
mail or other electronic media.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Tammy Adams or Amy Sloan,
(301)713-2289.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
subject amendment to Permit No. 42-
1642, issued on October 15, 2001 (66 FR
53403) is requested under the authority
of the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1361 et
seq.), the Regulations Governing the
Taking and Importing of Marine
Mammals (50 CFR part 216), the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as
amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 et seq.), and
the regulations governing the taking,
importing, and exporting of endangered
and threatened species (50 CFR 222—
226).

Permit No. 42-1642 authorizes the
permit holder to: study metabolic
clearance rates of vitamins A and E
using isotope tracers and vitamin
analogs in captive Steller sea lions
(Eumetopias jubatus) in relation to
various life history stages; establish the
vitamin A and E status of free-ranging
Steller sea lions; determine the
metabolic requirements for these
vitamins by relating intake to blood
levels in captive specimens; and receive
or import serum and milk samples from
captive marine mammals held in
facilities within the United States and
abroad to study the disease
hemochromatosis (an excessive
accumulation of iron in tissues often
associated with hepatic lesions) as well
as others associated with general marine
mammal health. The permit holder
requests authorization to import one
male Steller sea lion from the
Vancouver Aquarium, Vancouver,
Canada for breeding with female Steller
sea lions currently held by Mystic
Aquarium in support of their study of
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