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SUPPORTING STATEMENT 
 PACIFIC TUNA FISHERIES LOGBOOK 
 OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-0148 
 
 
A.  JUSTIFICATION 
 
1.  Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary. 
 

This request is for renewal of a currently approved information collection. 

U.S. participation in the Inter-American Tropical Tunas Commission (IATTC) results in certain 
record keeping requirements for United States (U.S.) fishermen who fish in the IATTC’s area of 
management responsibility.  Under Federal regulations (50 CFR Part 300 Subpart C), these 
fishermen must maintain a log of all operations conducted from the fishing vessel, entering the 
date, noon position (latitude and longitude or in relation to known physical features), and the 
tonnage of fish aboard by species.  This record keeping requirement may be met by using the 
bridge log, which is furnished and collected from fishermen by the IATTC.  As a practical 
matter, all U.S. fishermen use the IATTC log rather than having to maintain two logbooks, and 
there is no separate National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) form now in use.  The record 
keeping requirements provide information that is needed to assess the impacts of fishing on tuna 
stocks and non-target species, and to evaluate the effectiveness of management measures.  
Failure to provide the data could result in erroneous stock assessments and cause inappropriate 
responses in management in the future. The authority to implement Federal rules to meet U.S. 
responsibilities to the IATTC is set forth in the Tuna Conventions Act of 1950 (16 U.S.C. 
951-962).   

The record keeping requirements provide information needed to assess the impacts of fishing on 
tuna stocks and to evaluate the effectiveness of management measures.   
 
2.  Explain how, by whom, how frequently, and for what purpose the information will be 
used.  If the information collected will be disseminated to the public or used to support 
information that will be disseminated to the public, then explain how the collection 
complies with all applicable Information Quality Guidelines. 

 
The specific recordkeeping requirements are set forth in the regulations.  Among the data entered 
daily are the date, the amount of fish on board by species, and the noon location of the  
vessel.  The IATTC log form provides this information as well as additional information, which 
the fisherman may include but is not required to record under the Federal regulations.  U.S. 
fishermen in fact collect and record all the requested information on the IATTC form (English 
example from the form and instructions which are in both English and Spanish).  These data are 
used with data from other fishing nations to monitor amounts and areas of catch by species and to 
assess annually the distribution and abundance of different tuna stocks.  The information also is 
used to determine whether changes in management strategies can increase the yield from or 
productivity of the stocks, e.g., targeting larger fish to increase yield per trip.  The time of gear 

http://ecfr.gpoaccess.gov/cgi/t/text/text-idx?c=ecfr&sid=fbf0b86378ccf304f15c2744ab4c2ccc&rgn=div6&view=text&node=50:7.0.2.11.1.3&idno=50�
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/�
http://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode16/usc_sup_01_16_10_16.html�
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deployment is important so that the impacts of alternate strategies (e.g., time/area closures or 
time of day fishing restrictions) on the fisheries can be assessed.  The type of school is important 
in determining yield potentials as fishing on certain kinds of schools may result in greater 
mortality of juvenile fish or fish of certain species.  The specification of wells in which fish are 
placed is important because landings are sampled and catches by species and size or gender can 
then be allocated by area and season of fishing to determine key spawning areas or possibly areas 
in which fishing should be restricted in the future to increase yields and values from the fishery.   
 
Current and former member nations are continuing to provide data to ensure that the time series 
of data is not broken.  All nations recognize an ongoing interest in maintaining the ability to 
assess the status of stocks and conditions in the fisheries even in the absence of an active 
regulatory program. 
 
As explained in the preceding paragraphs, the information gathered has utility.  NMFS will retain 
control over the information and safeguard it from improper access, modification, and 
destruction, consistent with National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) 
standards for confidentiality, privacy, and electronic information.  See response to Question 10 of 
this Supporting Statement for more information on confidentiality and privacy. The information 
collection is designed to yield data that meet all applicable information quality guidelines. Prior 
to dissemination, the information will be subjected to quality control measures and a pre-
dissemination review pursuant to Section 515 of Public Law 106-554. 
 
3.  Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the use of 
automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological techniques or other forms of 
information technology. 
 
The collection of information does not involve the use of automated, electronic, mechanical, or 
other technological techniques. The information being submitted is the least necessary to carry 
out U.S. obligations as party to the Convention and is collected in the least burdensome manner 
known. The IATTC has not proposed moving towards an electronic logbook; thus, U.S. vessel 
owners are obligated to submit the information using the paper logbook. 
 
Forms are sent out with new permits, and may also be requested from NMFS, Southwest Region, 
501 W. Ocean Blvd., Suite 4200, Long Beach, CA 90802 or by emailing 
chris.fanning@noaa.gov . 
 
4.  Describe efforts to identify duplication. 
 
NMFS has sole Federal authority to obtain these data.  NMFS has coordinated with the IATTC 
and the State of California to eliminate redundancy between the Federally-mandated reports and 
logbooks or landings reports required by the IATTC and the State respectively.  The NMFS also 
coordinates with other private and public organizations collecting or compiling information on 
catches and effort in the regulatory area to prevent duplication.  This is necessary because a large 
portion of U.S. vessels' catches are landed in ports outside California.  The logbooks are an 
important component of this coordinated data collection program.  There are no other programs  

http://www.fws.gov/informationquality/section515.html�
mailto:chris.fanning@noaa.gov�
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that would result in the same information being available to the United States and the IATTC on 
the necessary schedule and which would satisfy U.S. reporting requirements. 
 
5.  If the collection of information involves small businesses or other small entities, describe 
the methods used to minimize burden.  
 
All practicable steps to minimize the burden on large and small entities have been taken.   
Recordkeeping requirements are directly proportional to each firm's level of activity.  Thus, 
occasional, part-time or local vessels harvesting small amounts of tuna spend less time collecting 
and reporting data than the larger firms.  As a practical matter, the U.S. fleet operating in the 
eastern tropical Pacific has declined in recent years both overall and through the shift of many 
participants to the Western and Central Pacific Ocean.  The remaining vessels are generally of 
comparable size and are affected in a similar manner.  
 
6.  Describe the consequences to the Federal program or policy activities if the collection is 
not conducted or is conducted less frequently. 
 
If these data were not collected, there would be a significant gap in the database needed by the 
IATTC and the United States to complete stock assessments, determine U.S. interests in the 
fishery, and conduct evaluations of fishery management strategies to achieve the maximum 
economic yield from the fishery.  The United States would be less able to protect or enhance U.S. 
benefits from fishing under the Convention.  The United States also would not meet its 
commitments under the Tuna Conventions Act.  The risk of erroneous stock assessments and 
inappropriate management also would be increased. 
 
7.  Explain any special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a 
manner inconsistent with OMB guidelines.  
 
Not Applicable. 
 
8.  Provide information on the PRA Federal Register Notice that solicited public comments 
on the information collection prior to this submission.  Summarize the public comments 
received in response to that notice and describe the actions taken by the agency in response 
to those comments.  Describe the efforts to consult with persons outside the agency to 
obtain their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of 
instructions and record keeping, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the data 
elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported. 
 
A Federal Register Notice published October 12, 2010 (75 FR 62503), solicited public comment 
on this renewal.  No comments were received.  
 
Consultations on data collection and reporting (among other matters) take place annually at the 
meeting of IATTC, the latest meeting having been in September 2010.  Feedback from the 
Commission staff and from industry is the primary means for considering possible changes in the 
collection.  In addition, the Department of State has chartered a General Advisory Committee to 
advise the U.S. Commissioners to the IATTC and the Department of State on management issues 
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facing the IATTC, including data submission and reporting needs.  Among the members are 
representatives of the U.S. tuna fishing and processing industries and non-governmental 
organizations.  
 
9.  Explain any decisions to provide payments or gifts to respondents, other than 
remuneration of contractors or grantees. 
 
No payments or gifts are made to any respondents. 
 
10.  Describe any assurance or confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for 
assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy. 
 
As stated on the forms, individual firm data are submitted to the IATTC and are not released to 
the public; only aggregated data or data with vessel identifiers removed are releasable.  These 
procedures are consistent with NOAA Administrative Order 216-100 governing the management 
of confidential data.  The data also are maintained as confidential by the IATTC as they reveal 
the business practices of individual firms, and release of the data could be harmful to the firm 
involved.   
 
11.  Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as sexual 
behavior and attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly considered 
private. 
 
No sensitive questions are asked.   
 
12.  Provide an estimate in hours of the burden of the collection of information. 
 
The burden estimate for record keeping and reporting is 106 hours per year, derived as follows: 
 
Five full-time and ten part-time vessels. 
 

5 vessels x 195 reports (one per day fished per year) = 975 responses x 5 minutes per 
entry = 81 hours 
 
10 vessels x 30 reports (one per day fished per year) = 300 responses x 5 minutes per 
entry = 25 hours 

 
Respondents = 5 + 10 = 15. 
Responses = 975 + 300 = 1,275. 
Hours = 81 + 25 = 106. 

 
Logbook records are maintained on a daily basis.  The average vessel makes between three and 
four trips per year; thus, three or four submissions of logbooks (one per trip, including an entry 
for each day of that trip) would be made for each vessel if the IATTC form is used.  The above 
estimate incorporates time for assembling and delivering the logbook data. 
 

http://www.corporateservices.noaa.gov/~ames/NAOs/Chap_216/naos_216_100.html�
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The estimated annual labor cost to respondents is estimated at $2,120, which was derived 
as follows:  

 
     106 hours x $20.00/hr (including overhead) = $2,120. 
 
13.  Provide an estimate of the total annual cost burden to the respondents or record-
keepers resulting from the collection (excluding the value of the burden hours in Question 
12 above). 
 
There are no start-up or capital costs; forms are provided by the IATTC and no equipment 
purchases are necessary.  Mail costs are estimated at $33.00 per year (75 trips x $0.44 = $33.00) 
(based on 5 trips per vessel per year, although as stated above, 3-4 trips may be all that are 
made). 
 
14.  Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government. 
 
The estimated cost to the U.S. government is negligible.  Logbooks are provided by the IATTC 
and forms are processed by IATTC.  U.S. scientists participate in stock and fishery assessments 
but rely on IATTC to provide logbook data. 
 
15.  Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments.   
 
Adjustments: The decrease of responses by 150 and hours by 13, and the net decrease in annual 
cost burden of $8, is due to a reduction in the estimated number of part time vessels participating 
in the fishery that are required to send in logbooks (from 15 vessels to 10 vessels), as well as an 
increase in postage rates (from $0.41 to $0.44).   

 
16.  For collections whose results will be published, outline the plans for tabulation and 
publication. 
 
The data are used in the computation of stock assessments and fishery condition reports by 
NMFS scientists and IATTC scientists.  The results are compiled and analyzed IATTC reports, 
typically in time for the IATTC annual meeting that usually takes place in June each year, but no 
time frame is set for other publications in scientific journals or government reports.   
 
17.  If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the 
information collection, explain the reasons why display would be inappropriate. 
 
We continue to request OMB approval not to display the expiration because there is no Federal 
government form used, and therefore there is no form on which to display the expiration date.  
The OMB Control No. and expiration date are on a separate PRA Statement that goes with the 
form. 
 
18.  Explain each exception to the certification statement. 
 
Not Applicable. 
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B.  COLLECTIONS OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS 
 
The collection does not involve any use of sampling. 



OMB Control No. 0648-0148 
Expiration Date: 2/28/2011 

 
 
Paperwork Reduction Act Statement 
 
Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 5 minutes per 
response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, 
gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of 
information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other suggestions for 
reducing this burden to NMFS Southwest Regional Office, NOAA Line office, 501 W. Ocean 
Blvd., Suite 4200, Long Beach, CA 90802. Notwithstanding any other provisions of the law, no 
person is required to respond to, nor shall any person be subjected to a penalty for failure to 
comply with, a collection of information subject to the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction 
Act, unless that collection of information displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. 
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of Transportation to determine whether 
a company is part of the Safe Harbor. 
This will be accessed if a company is 
practicing ‘‘unfair and deceptive’’ 
practices and has misrepresented itself 
to the public. It will be used by the DOC 
and the European Commission to 
determine if organizations are signing 
up to the list. This list is updated on a 
regular basis. 

II. Method of Collection 

The self-certification form is available 
via the Internet at http://export.gov/ 
safeharbor/ and by mail to requesting 
organizations. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: 0625–0239. 
Form Number(s): ITA–4149P. 
Type of Review: Regular submission. 
Affected Public: Business or for-profit 

organizations. 
Estimated Number of Respondents: 

500. 
Estimated Time per Response: 18 

minutes—Web site; 40 minutes—letter. 
Estimated Total Annual Burden 

Hours: 350 hours. 
Estimated Total Annual Cost to 

Public: $100,000. 

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 quality, 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; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: October 5, 2010. 

Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2010–25454 Filed 10–8–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DR–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Correction: Proposed Information 
Collection; Comment Request; 
Comprehensive Data Collection on 
Fishing Dependence of Alaska 
Communities 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 
ACTION: Correction. 

SUMMARY: On September 28, 2010, a 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register (75 FR 59687) on the proposed 
information collection, Comprehensive 
Data Collection on Fishing Dependence 
of Alaska Communities. 

Under the heading FOR FURTHER 
INFORMATION CONTACT, the e-mail 
address is corrected to read 
Amber.Himes@noaa.gov. 

All other information in the notice is 
correct and remains unchanged. 

Dated: October 6, 2010. 
Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2010–25581 Filed 10–8–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Pacific Tuna 
Fisheries Logbook 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA). 
ACTION: Notice. 

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 and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before December 13, 
2010. 

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Diana Hynek, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at dHynek@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 

copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Heidi Hermsmeyer, 562– 
980–4036 or 
heidi.hermsmeyer@noaa.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 

United States (U.S.) participation in 
the Inter-American Tropical Tuna 
Commission (IATTC) results in certain 
recordkeeping requirements for U.S. 
fishermen who fish in the IATTC’s area 
of management responsibility. These 
fishermen must maintain a log of all 
operations conducted from the fishing 
vessel, including the date, noon 
position, and the tonnage of fish aboard 
the vessel, by species. The logbook form 
provided by the IATTC is universally 
used by U.S. fishermen to meet this 
recordkeeping requirement. The 
information in the logbooks includes 
areas and times of operation and catch 
and effort by area. Logbook data are 
used in stock assessments and other 
research concerning the fishery. If the 
data were not collected or if erroneous 
data were provided, the IATTC 
assessments would likely be incorrect 
and there would be an increased risk of 
overfishing or inadequate management 
of the fishery. 

II. Method of Collection 

Vessel operators maintain bridge logs 
on a daily basis, and the forms are either 
mailed to the IATTC or to National 
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) at the 
completion of each trip. The data are 
processed and maintained as 
confidential by the IATTC. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: 0648–0148. 
Form Number: None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission. 
Affected Public: Individuals or 

households, business or other for profit 
organizations. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
20. 

Estimated Time per Response: 5 
minutes. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 129. 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $0. 

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 
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proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, 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; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: October 6, 2010. 
Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2010–25553 Filed 10–8–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

[A–570–912] 

Certain New Pneumatic Off-the-Road 
Tires From the People’s Republic of 
China: Notice of Decision of the Court 
of International Trade Not in Harmony 

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 
SUMMARY: On October 1, 2010, the 
United States Court of International 
Trade (‘‘CIT’’) sustained the remand 
redetermination made by the 
Department of Commerce 
(‘‘Department’’) pursuant to the CIT’s 
remand of the final determination in the 
antidumping duty investigation on 
certain new pneumatic off-the-road tires 
(‘‘OTR tires’’) from the People’s Republic 
of China (‘‘PRC’’). See GPX Int’l Tire 
Corp. v. United States, Consol. Ct. No. 
08–00285, Slip Op. 10–112 (Ct. Int’l 
Trade October 1, 2010) (‘‘GPX III’’). This 
case arises out of the Department’s final 
determination in the antidumping 
investigation on OTR tires from the 
PRC. The final judgment in this case 
was not in harmony with the 
Department’s July 2008 final 
determination. 

DATES: Effective Date: October 12, 2010. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Lilit 
Astvatsatrian or Charles Riggle, AD/CVD 
Operations, Office 8, Import 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone (202) 482–6412 or (202) 482– 
0650, respectively. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In July 
2008, the Department published a final 
determination in which it determined 
that OTR tires from the PRC are being, 
or are likely to be, sold in the United 
States as less than fair value as provided 
in section 735 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended (‘‘Act’’). See Certain New 
Pneumatic Off-The-Road-Tires from the 
People’s Republic of China: Final 
Affirmative Determination of Sales at 
Less Than Fair Value and Partial 
Affirmative Determination of Critical 
Circumstances, 73 FR 40485 (July 15, 
2008) (‘‘Final Determination’’), as 
amended by Certain New Pneumatic 
Off-the-Road Tires from the People’s 
Republic of China: Notice of Amended 
Final Affirmative Determination of Sales 
at Less than Fair Value and 
Antidumping Duty Order, 73 FR 51624 
(September 4, 2008). 

Respondent company Hebei 
Starbright Tire Co., Ltd. (‘‘Starbright’’), 
its importer GPX International Tire 
Corporation (‘‘GPX’’), petitioners Titan 
Tire Corporation and the United Steel, 
Paper and Forestry, Rubber, 
Manufacturing, Energy, Allied and 
Industrial Service Workers International 
Union, AFL–CIO–CLC (collectively, 
‘‘Titan’’), and domestic interested party 
Bridgestone Americas, Inc. and 
Bridgestone Americas Tire Operations, 
LLC (collectively, ‘‘Bridgestone’’), each 
timely challenged various aspects of the 
Final Determination to the CIT. Among 
the issues raised before the Court was 
the valuation of wire input consumed 
by two of the respondent companies, 
Starbright and Tianjin United Tire & 
Rubber International Co., Ltd. 
(‘‘TUTRIC’’), under the factors of 
production methodology to calculate 
normal value in a non-market economy 
country pursuant to section 773(c)(1)(B) 
of the Act. 

On August 4, 2010, pursuant to the 
Department’s request for a voluntary 
remand, the CIT remanded the wire 
input valuation issue to the Department 
for reconsideration or further 
explanation. See GPX Int’l Tire Corp. v. 
United States, Consol. Ct. No. 08–00285, 
Slip Op. 10–84 at *19–*20, *28 (Ct. Int’l 
Trade August 4, 2010) (‘‘GPX II’’). In a 
remand redetermination filed on 
September 3, 2010, the Department 
determined that record evidence 
supported using a different surrogate 
value for the wire input consumed by 
Starbright and TUTRIC in the 
production of OTR tires. See Second 
Remand Redetermination, GPX Int’l Tire 
Corp. v. United States, Consol. Ct. No. 
08–00285, dated September 3, 2010, at 
4–9. As a result of this change, the 
weighted-average dumping margin 
calculated for subject merchandise 

produced by Starbright and exported by 
Starbright/GPX changed from 29.93 
percent to 31.79 percent, the weighted- 
average dumping margin calculated for 
subject merchandise produced and 
exported by TUTRIC changed from 8.44 
percent to 10.08 percent, and the 
weighted-average dumping margin 
calculated for separate rate companies 
changed from 12.19 percent to 13.92 
percent. Id. at 9–12. The CIT affirmed 
the Department’s remand 
redetermination on October 1, 2010. See 
GPX III. 

Timken Notice 

In its decision in Timken Co., v. 
United States, 893 F. 2d 337, 341 (Fed. 
Cir. 1990) (‘‘Timken’’), the United States 
Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
held that, pursuant to section 516A(e) of 
the Act, the Department must publish a 
notice of a court decision that is not ‘‘in 
harmony’’ with a Department 
determination and must suspend 
liquidation of entries pending a 
‘‘conclusive’’ court decision. The CIT’s 
GPX III decision of October 1, 2010, 
constitutes a final decision of that court 
that is not in harmony with the 
Department’s Final Determination. This 
notice is published in fulfillment of the 
publication requirements of Timken. 
Accordingly, the Department will 
continue the suspension of liquidation 
of the subject merchandise pending the 
expiration of the period of appeal or, if 
appealed, pending a final and 
conclusive court decision. In the event 
the CIT’s decision is not appealed or is 
affirmed on appeal, the Department will 
publish an amended final determination 
revising the weighted-average dumping 
margin calculated for Starbright/GPX, 
TUTRIC, and the separate rate 
companies and will issue revised cash 
deposit instructions to U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection. 

This notice is issued and published in 
accordance with section 516A(c)(1) of 
the Act. 

Dated: October 6, 2010. 

Ronald K. Lorentzen, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 2010–25688 Filed 10–8–10; 8:45 am] 
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