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Best Information Available

In accordance with section 776(c) of
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the
Act), we have determined that the use
of the best information available (BIA) is
appropriate for a number of firms. For
certain firms, total BIA was necessary,
while for other firms, only partial BIA
was applied. For a discussion of our
application of BIA, see the “Best
Information Available” section of the
Issues Appendix.

Sales Below Cost in the Home Market

The Department disregarded sales
below cost for the following firms and
classes or kinds of merchandise:

Class or kind
Country Company of merchan-
dise
France ............. BBs, SPBs.
BBs, CRBs.
Germany .......... BBs, CRBs.
BBs, CRBs.
BBs, CRBs,
SPBs.
Japan ............... Koyo ......... BBs, CRBs.
Nachi ........ BBs, CRBs.
NPBS ....... BBs.
NSK ......... BBs, CRBs.
NTN ......... BBs, CRBs,
SPBs.
Singapore ........ NMB/ BBs.
Pelmec
Sweden ............ SKF ..ol BBs, CRBs.
Thailand ........... NMB/ BBs.
Pelmec
United Kingdom | RHP ......... BBs, CRBs.
Barden/ BBs.
FAG.

Changes Since the Preliminary Results

Based on our analysis of comments
received, we have made the following
changes in these final results.

« Where applicable, certain
programming and clerical errors in our
preliminary results have been corrected.
Any alleged programming or clerical
errors with which we do not agree are
discussed in the relevant sections of the
Issues Appendix.

e Pursuant to the decision of the
United States Court of Appeals for the
Federal Circuit in Ad Hoc Committee of
AZ-NM-TX-FL Producers of Gray
Portland Cement v. United States, 13
F.3d 398 (CAFC 1994) (Ad Hoc Comm.),
we have allowed a deduction for pre-
sale inland freight in the calculation of
foreign market value only as an indirect
selling expense under 19 CFR 353.56(b),
except where such expenses have been
shown to be directly related to sales.

Analysis of Comments Received

All issues raised in the case and
rebuttal briefs by parties to these 15
concurrent administrative reviews of

AFBs are addressed in the ““Issues
Appendix” which is appended to this
notice of final results.

Final Results of Reviews

We determine the following
percentage weighted-average margins to
exist for the period May 1, 1992,
through April 30, 1993:

Company | BBs | CRBs | SPBs
France
Franke & Hey-
drich .....c....... 66.42 ® )
Hoesch Rothe
Erde ............... ® ® ®
Rollix Defontaine ®) ® )
3.45 ® 0.00
66.42 18.37 )
1.91 2.58 ®
Germany
FAG ...coocvvviinns 11.80 19.64 18.79
Fichtel & Sachs . 14.83 ® 3
Franke & Hey-
drich .....cc...... 132.25 ® 3
(€117 \ A 35.43 ® ®
Hoesch Rothe
Erde ® ® 3
INA ... 29.80 10.88 3)
NTN s 8.41 ®) ®
Rollix Defontaine ®) ® 3)
SKF i, 15.53 11.16 22.44
Japan
0.37 0.01 0.01
8.72 3 3
KOYO ...covvieinns 39.56 3.55 ®)
Nachi .....cceeveenns 12.46 1.03 )
Nankai Seiko ..... 1.08 ® 3
NPBS 18.00 ® ®
10.47 9.10 *)
13.90 13.71 4.97
14.58 Q)] 3
Singapore
NMB/Pelmec ..... 4.84
Sweden
SKF e, 16.41 13.02
Thialand
NMB/Pelmec ..... 0.01
United Kingdom
Barden/FAG ...... 4.86 8.22
RHP/NSK .......... 14.57 19.71

1No U.S. sales during the review period.
2No review requested.

Cash Deposit Requirements

To calculate the cash deposit rate for
each exporter, we divided the total
dumping margins for each exporter by
the total net USP value for that

exporter’s sales for each relevant class
or kind during the review period under
each order.

In order to derive a single deposit rate
for each class or kind of merchandise for
each respondent (i.e., each exporter or
manufacturer included in these
reviews), we weight-averaged the
purchase price (PP) and exporter’s sales
price (ESP) deposit rates (using the USP
of PP sales and ESP sales, respectively,
as the weighting factors). To accomplish
this where we sampled ESP sales, we
first calculated the total dumping
margins for all ESP sales during the
review period by multiplying the
sample ESP margins by the ratio of total
weeks in the review period to sample
weeks. We then calculated a total net
USP value for all ESP sales during the
review period by multiplying the
sample ESP total net value by the same
ratio. We then divided the combined
total dumping margins for both PP and
ESP sales by the combined total USP
value for both PP and ESP sales to
obtain the deposit rate.

We will direct Customs to collect the
resulting percentage deposit rate against
the entered Customs value of each of the
exporter’s entries of subject
merchandise entered, or withdrawn
from warehouse, for consumption on or
after the date of publication of this
notice.

Entries of parts incorporated into
finished bearings before sales to an
unrelated customer in the United States
will receive the exporter’s deposit rate
for the appropriate class or kind of
merchandise.

Furthermore, the following deposit
requirements will be effective upon
publication of this notice of final results
of administrative review for all
shipments of AFBs entered, or
withdrawn from warehouse, for
consumption on or after the date of
publication, as provided by section
751(a)(1) of the Act: (1) The cash deposit
rates for the reviewed companies will be
the rates shown above, except that for
firms whose weighted-average margins
are less than 0.50 percent, and therefore
de minimis, the Department shall not
require a deposit of estimated
antidumping duties; (2) for previously
reviewed or investigated companies not
listed above, the cash deposit rate will
continue to be the company-specific rate
published for the most recent period; (3)
if the exporter is not a firm covered in
this review, a prior review, or the
original less-than-fair-value (LTFV)
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) the cash deposit



