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11 Vice Chairman Daniel R. Pearson and 
Commissioner Charlotte R. Lane found that the 
respondent party group response was adequate. 

commercial wind facility will not be 
considered as valid indications of 
interest. In addition, MMS will not 
consider any areas outside of the RFI 
area in this process; 

(2) A description of your objectives 
and the facilities that you would use to 
achieve those objectives; 

(3) A schedule of proposed activities, 
including those leading to commercial 
operations; 

(4) Available and pertinent data and 
information concerning renewable 
energy and environmental conditions in 
the area of interest, including energy 
and resource data and information used 
to evaluate the area of interest; 

(5) Documentation demonstrating that 
you are qualified to hold a lease as set 
forth in 30 CFR 285.107, including 
documentation demonstrating that you 
are technically and financially capable 
of constructing, operating, maintaining, 
and decommissioning the facilities 
described in (2) above. Documentation 
of financial qualification may include 
information establishing access to 
sufficient capital to carry out 
development. Examples of 
documentation of technical 
qualification may include evidence of 
international or domestic experience 
with renewable energy projects or other 
types of electric-energy-related projects. 

Protection of Privileged or Confidential 
Information 

The MMS will protect privileged or 
confidential information that you 
submit as required by the Freedom of 
Information Act (FOIA). Exemption 4 of 
FOIA applies to trade secrets and 
commercial or financial information 
that you submit that is privileged or 
confidential. If you wish to protect the 
confidentiality of such information, 
clearly mark it and request that the 
MMS treat it as confidential. The MMS 
will not disclose such information, 
subject to the requirements of FOIA. 
However, the MMS will not treat as 
confidential any aggregate summaries of 
such information or comments not 
containing such information. Please 
label privileged or confidential 
information ‘‘Contains Confidential 
Information’’ and consider submitting 
such information as a separate 
attachment. 

Dated: March 31, 2010. 

S. Elizabeth Birnbaum, 
Director, Minerals Management Service. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9610 Filed 4–23–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310–MR–P 

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation No. 731–TA–1058 (Review)] 

Wooden Bedroom Furniture From 
China 

AGENCY: United States International 
Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Scheduling of a full five-year 
review concerning the antidumping 
duty order on wooden bedroom 
furniture from China. 

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives 
notice of the scheduling of a full review 
pursuant to section 751(c)(5) of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 1675(c)(5)) 
(the Act) to determine whether 
revocation of the antidumping duty 
order on wooden bedroom furniture 
from China would be likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of material 
injury within a reasonably foreseeable 
time. The Commission has determined 
to exercise its authority to extend the 
review period by up to 90 days pursuant 
to 19 U.S.C. 1675(c)(5)(B). For further 
information concerning the conduct of 
this review and rules of general 
application, consult the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, part 
201, subparts A through E (19 CFR part 
201), and part 207, subparts A, D, E, and 
F (19 CFR part 207). 
DATES: Effective Date: April 19, 2010. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Amy Sherman (202–205–3289), Office 
of Investigations, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, 500 E Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20436. Hearing- 
impaired persons can obtain 
information on this matter by contacting 
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202– 
205–1810. Persons with mobility 
impairments who will need special 
assistance in gaining access to the 
Commission should contact the Office 
of the Secretary at 202–205–2000. 
General information concerning the 
Commission may also be obtained by 
accessing its internet server (http:// 
www.usitc.gov). The public record for 
this review may be viewed on the 
Commission’s electronic docket (EDIS) 
at http://edis.usitc.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background.—On March 8, 2010, the 
Commission determined that it should 
proceed to a full review in the subject 
five-year review pursuant to section 
751(c)(5) of the Act (75 FR 14469, March 
25, 2010). The Commission found that 
the domestic interested party group 
response to its notice of institution (74 
FR 62817, December 1, 2009) was 
adequate and that the respondent 
interested party group response was 

inadequate.11 The Commission also 
found that other circumstances 
warranted conducting a full review. A 
record of the Commissioners’ votes, the 
Commission’s statement on adequacy, 
and any individual Commissioner’s 
statements are available from the Office 
of the Secretary and at the 
Commission’s Web site. 

Participation in the review and public 
service list.—Persons, including 
industrial users of the subject 
merchandise and, if the merchandise is 
sold at the retail level, representative 
consumer organizations, wishing to 
participate in this review as parties 
must file an entry of appearance with 
the Secretary to the Commission, as 
provided in section 201.11 of the 
Commission’s rules, by 45 days after 
publication of this notice. A party that 
filed a notice of appearance following 
publication of the Commission’s notice 
of institution of the review need not file 
an additional notice of appearance. The 
Secretary will maintain a public service 
list containing the names and addresses 
of all persons, or their representatives, 
who are parties to the review. 

Limited disclosure of business 
proprietary information (BPI) under an 
administrative protective order (APO) 
and BPI service list.—Pursuant to 
section 207.7(a) of the Commission’s 
rules, the Secretary will make BPI 
gathered in this review available to 
authorized applicants under the APO 
issued in the review, provided that the 
application is made by 45 days after 
publication of this notice. Authorized 
applicants must represent interested 
parties, as defined by 19 U.S.C. 1677(9), 
who are parties to the review. A party 
granted access to BPI following 
publication of the Commission’s notice 
of institution of the review need not 
reapply for such access. A separate 
service list will be maintained by the 
Secretary for those parties authorized to 
receive BPI under the APO. 

Staff report.—The prehearing staff 
report in the review will be placed in 
the nonpublic record on September 15, 
2010, and a public version will be 
issued thereafter, pursuant to section 
207.64 of the Commission’s rules. 

Hearing.—The Commission will hold 
a hearing in connection with the review 
beginning at 9:30 a.m. on October 5, 
2010, at the U.S. International Trade 
Commission Building. Requests to 
appear at the hearing should be filed in 
writing with the Secretary to the 
Commission on or before September 28, 
2010. A nonparty who has testimony 
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that may aid the Commission’s 
deliberations may request permission to 
present a short statement at the hearing. 
All parties and nonparties desiring to 
appear at the hearing and make oral 
presentations should attend a 
prehearing conference to be held at 9:30 
a.m. on September 28, 2010, at the U.S. 
International Trade Commission 
Building. Oral testimony and written 
materials to be submitted at the public 
hearing are governed by sections 
201.6(b)(2), 201.13(f), 207.24, and 
207.66 of the Commission’s rules. 
Parties must submit any request to 
present a portion of their hearing 
testimony in camera no later than 7 
business days prior to the date of the 
hearing. 

Written submissions.—Each party to 
the review may submit a prehearing 
brief to the Commission. Prehearing 
briefs must conform with the provisions 
of section 207.65 of the Commission’s 
rules; the deadline for filing is 
September 24, 2010. Parties may also 
file written testimony in connection 
with their presentation at the hearing, as 
provided in section 207.24 of the 
Commission’s rules, and posthearing 
briefs, which must conform with the 
provisions of section 207.67 of the 
Commission’s rules. The deadline for 
filing posthearing briefs is October 15, 
2010; witness testimony must be filed 
no later than three days before the 
hearing. In addition, any person who 
has not entered an appearance as a party 
to the review may submit a written 
statement of information pertinent to 
the subject of the review on or before 
October 15, 2010. On November 10, 
2010, the Commission will make 
available to parties all information on 
which they have not had an opportunity 
to comment. Parties may submit final 
comments on this information on or 
before November 16, 2010, but such 
final comments must not contain new 
factual information and must otherwise 
comply with section 207.68 of the 
Commission’s rules. All written 
submissions must conform with the 
provisions of section 201.8 of the 
Commission’s rules; any submissions 
that contain BPI must also conform with 
the requirements of sections 201.6, 
207.3, and 207.7 of the Commission’s 
rules. The Commission’s rules do not 
authorize filing of submissions with the 
Secretary by facsimile or electronic 
means, except to the extent permitted by 
section 201.8 of the Commission’s rules, 
as amended, 67 FR 68036 (November 8, 
2002). Even where electronic filing of a 
document is permitted, certain 
documents must also be filed in paper 
form, as specified in II(C) of the 

Commission’s Handbook on Electronic 
Filing Procedures, 67 FR 68168, 68173 
(November 8, 2002). 

Additional written submissions to the 
Commission, including requests 
pursuant to section 201.12 of the 
Commission’s rules, shall not be 
accepted unless good cause is shown for 
accepting such submissions, or unless 
the submission is pursuant to a specific 
request by a Commissioner or 
Commission staff. 

In accordance with sections 201.16(c) 
and 207.3 of the Commission’s rules, 
each document filed by a party to the 
review must be served on all other 
parties to the review (as identified by 
either the public or BPI service list), and 
a certificate of service must be timely 
filed. The Secretary will not accept a 
document for filing without a certificate 
of service. 

Authority: This review is being conducted 
under authority of title VII of the Tariff Act 
of 1930; this notice is published pursuant to 
section 207.62 of the Commission’s rules. 

Issued: April 20, 2010. 
By order of the Commission. 

Marilyn R. Abbott, 
Secretary to the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 2010–9537 Filed 4–23–10; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7020–02–P 

SUMMARY: The U.S. International Trade 
Commission (‘‘Commission’’) hereby 
gives notice of the court-ordered second 
remand of its final determination in the 
antidumping duty Investigation No. 
731–TA–961 concerning carbon and 
certain alloy steel wire rod (‘‘wire rod’’) 
from Trinidad and Tobago. For further 
information concerning the conduct of 
this proceeding and rules of general 
application, consult the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, part 
201, subparts A through E (19 CFR part 
201), and part 207, subpart A (19 CFR 
part 207). 
DATES: Effective Date: April 20, 2010. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mary Messer, Office of Investigations, 
telephone 202–205–3193, or Marc A. 
Bernstein, Office of General Counsel, 
telephone 202–205–3087, U.S. 
International Trade Commission, 500 E 

Street, SW., Washington, DC 20436. 
Hearing-impaired persons can obtain 
information on this matter by contacting 
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202– 
205–1810. Persons with mobility 
impairments who will need special 
assistance in gaining access to the 
Commission should contact the Office 
of the Secretary at 202–205–2000. 
General information concerning the 
Commission may also be obtained by 
accessing its internet server (http:// 
www.usitc.gov). The public record of 
Investigation No. 731–TA–961 may be 
viewed on the Commission’s electronic 
docket (‘‘EDIS’’) at http://edis.usitc.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background.—In October 2002, the 
Commission determined that a domestic 
industry was materially injured by 
reason of imports of wire rod from 
Trinidad and Tobago that were sold in 
the United States at less than fair value. 
Caribbean Ispat Ltd., a Trinidadian 
producer and exporter of wire rod now 
known as Mittal Steel Point Lisas, Ltd., 
initiated a judicial action to review the 
Commission’s determination. The Court 
of International Trade affirmed the 
Commission’s determination. Caribbean 
Ispat Ltd. v. United States, 366 F. Supp. 
1300 (Ct. Int’l Trade 2005). The United 
States Court of Appeals for the Federal 
Circuit vacated and remanded. 
Caribbean Ispat Ltd. v. United States, 
450 F.3d 1336 (Fed. Cir. 2006). It ruled: 
(1) That the Commission acted contrary 
to law by failing to consider in its 
causation analysis concerning subject 
imports from Trinidad and Tobago the 
impact of imports from other subject 
countries which the Commission was 
statutorily precluded from cumulating 
with the Trinidadian imports; and (2) 
that the Commission’s causation 
analysis did not satisfy the requirements 
the Federal Circuit previously 
articulated in Bratsk Aluminum Smelter 
v. United States, 444 F.3d 1369 (Fed. 
Cir. 2006). The Federal Circuit 
remanded the matter for further 
consideration in light of its opinion. 
Accordingly, the Court of International 
Trade remanded the matter to the 
Commission. 

In January 2007, the Commission 
reached a negative determination on 
remand. The Court of International 
Trade affirmed the remand 
determination. Mittal Steel Point Lisas, 
Ltd. v. United States, 495 F. Supp.2d 
1374 (Ct. Int’l Trade 2007). The Federal 
Circuit vacated and remanded in a 
decision issued in September 2008. 
Mittal Steel Point Lisas, Ltd. v. United 
States, 542 F.3d 867 (Fed. Cir. 2008). It 
found three deficiencies in the 
Commission opinion on remand. These 
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