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the Act. If we determine that those 
requirements are met, we will issue a 
permit to the Applicant for the 
incidental take of the gnatcatcher. We 
will make our final permit decision no 
sooner than 60 days after the date of this 
notice.

Dated: June 30, 2003. 
D. Kenneth McDermond, 
Deputy Manager, California/Nevada 
Operations Office, Sacramento, California.
[FR Doc. 03–17062 Filed 7–3–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–55–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Bureau of Land Management 

[AK–962–1410–HY–P; F–14924–A; CAA–1] 

Alaska Native Claims Selection

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior.

ACTION: Notice of decision approving 
lands for conveyance. 

SUMMARY: As required by 43 CFR 
2650.7(d), notice is hereby given that an 
appealable decision approving lands for 
conveyance pursuant to the Alaska 
Native Claims Settlement Act will be 
issued to The Kuskokwim Corporation 
for lands in Tps. 20 N., Rs. 44 and 45 
W., Seward Meridian, located in the 
vicinity of Red Devil, Alaska, containing 
5,010.51 acres. Notice of this decision 
will also be published four times in the 
Anchorage Daily News.

DATES: The time limits for filing an 
appeal are: 

1. Any party claiming a property 
interest which is adversely affected by 
the decision, shall have until August 6, 
2003 to file an appeal. 

2. Parties receiving service by 
certified mail shall have until 30 days 
from the date of receipt to file an appeal. 

Parties who do not file an appeal in 
accordance with the requirements of 43 
CFR part 4, subpart E, shall be deemed 
to have waived their rights.

ADDRESSES: A copy of the decision may 
be obtained from: Bureau of Land 
Management, Alaska State Office, 222 
West Seventh Avenue, # 13, Anchorage, 
Alaska 99513–7599.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Chris Sitbon at (907) 271–3226.

Chris Sitbon, 
Land Law Examiner, Branch of ANCSA 
Adjudication.
[FR Doc. 03–17096 Filed 7–3–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310–$$–P

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

National Park Service 

Forever/NPC Resorts; Correction

AGENCY: National Park Service, Interior.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Pursuant to 36 CFR 51.23, 
notice is hereby given that the National 
Park Service intends to extend the 
following expiring concession contract 
for a period of up to one year, or until 
such time as a new contract is awarded, 
whichever occurs sooner.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
concession authorization expires by its 
terms on December 31, 2002. The 
National Park Service has determined 
that the proposed short-term extension 
is necessary in order to avoid 
interruption of visitor services and has 
taken all reasonable and appropriate 
steps to consider alternatives to avoid 
such interruption. This extension will 
allow the National Park Service to 
complete and issue a prospectus leading 
to the competitive selection of 
concessioners for a long-term 
concession contract covering this 
operation.

Concessioner ID 
No. Concessioner name 

CC–WASO001–
82.

Forever/NPC Resorts, 
LLC 

EFFECTIVE DATE: January 1, 2003.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Cynthia Orlando, Concession Program 
Manager, National Park Service, 
Washington, DC, 20240, Telephone 
202–513–7144.

Dated: February 14, 2003. 
Richard G. Ring, 
Associate Director, Administration, Business 
Practices and Workforce Development.
[FR Doc. 03–16798 Filed 7–3–03; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4312–53–M

INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Inv. No. 337–TA–477] 

In the Matter of Certain Ammonium 
Octamolybdate Isomers; Notice of 
Commission Determination To Review 
a Final Initial Determination Finding No 
Violation of Section 337; Schedule for 
Filing Written Submissions on the 
Issues Under Review and on Remedy, 
the Public Interest, and Bonding

AGENCY: International Trade 
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that 
the U.S. International Trade 
Commission has determined to review 
in its entirety the final initial 
determination (ID) issued by the 
presiding administrative law judge (ALJ) 
on May 15, 2003, finding no violation of 
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, 19 
U.S.C. 1337, in the above-captioned 
investigation.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Wayne Herrington, Esq., Office of the 
General Counsel, U.S. International 
Trade Commission, 500 E Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20436, telephone (202) 
205–3090. Copies of the ALJ’s ID and all 
other nonconfidential documents filed 
in connection with this investigation are 
or will be available for inspection 
during official business hours (8:45 a.m. 
to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the 
Secretary, U.S. International Trade 
Commission, 500 E Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20436, telephone (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 investigation may be 
viewed on the Commission’s electronic 
docket (EDIS) at http://edis.usitc.gov. 
Hearing-impaired persons are advised 
that information on this matter can be 
obtained by contacting the 
Commission’s TDD terminal on 202–
205–1810.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Commission instituted this investigation 
on August 20, 2002, based on a 
complaint filed by Climax Molybdenum 
Company (‘‘Climax’’) against one 
respondent, Molychem LLC 
(Molychem). 67 FR 53966. In that 
complaint, as supplemented, Climax 
alleged violations of section 337 in the 
importation into the United States, sale 
for importation, and/or sale within the 
United States after importation of 
certain ammonium octamolybdate 
isomers by reason of infringement of 
claim 1 of Climax’s U.S. Patent No. 
5,985,236. Subsequently, the complaint 
and notice of investigation were 
amended to add four additional 
respondents to the investigation: Anhui 
Wonder Trade Co., Ltd.; Pudong Trans 
USA, Inc. (Pudong); John S. Conner, Inc. 
(Conner); and Chem-Met International, 
Inc. One of these respondents, Conner, 
was eventually terminated from the 
investigation as the result of a 
settlement agreement. 

On May 15, 2003, the ALJ issued his 
final ID on violation and his 
recommended determination on remedy 
and bonding. The ALJ found no 
violation of section 337 because he 
concluded that claim 1 of the ‘236
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patent was invalid on the basis of an on-
sale bar under 35 U.S.C. 102(b). In his 
ID, the ALJ noted that the ‘236 patent is 
currently the subject of a reissue 
proceeding in the United States Patent 
and Trademark Office (PTO). 
Complainant Climax filed a petition for 
review on May 27, 2003. On May 30 and 
June 3, 2003, respectively, respondent 
Molychem and the Commission 
investigative attorney each filed a 
response to the petition for review. On 
June 10, 2003, Climax filed a motion for 
leave to file a reply to the response of 
the Commission investigative attorney, 
including its proposed reply. On June 
11, 2003, Molychem filed a motion to 
strike Climax’s motion for leave. 

Having examined the record in this 
investigation, including the ALJ’s final 
ID, the petition for review, and the 
responses thereto, the Commission has 
determined to review the final ID in its 
entirety. The Commission has also 
determined to deny Climax’s request for 
oral argument. In addition, the 
Commission has determined to deny 
Climax’s motion for leave to file a reply 
and to deny Molychem’s motion to 
strike without prejudice to renewing 
any pertinent arguments in their written 
submissions in the course of the 
Commission’s review of the final ID. 

On review, the Commission requests 
briefing based on the evidentiary record. 
While the Commission has determined 
to review the final ID in its entirety, it 
is particularly interested in briefing on 
the issues of personal jurisdiction over 
respondent Pudong, claim construction, 
invalidity of claim 1 of the ‘236 patent 
for anticipation by the Tytko article, and 
unenforceability of the ‘236 patent for 
inequitable conduct, and especially in 
receiving answers to the following 
questions:

1. What is the meaning of the term 
‘‘octamolybdate’’ in claim 1 of the ‘236 
patent? In particular, the Commission 
wishes the parties to address whether 
the term refers to a single polyanion 
containing eight molybdenum and 
twenty-six oxygen atoms. 

2. Whether (a) the Raman spectrum 
shown in Figure 1(f) of the Tytko article 
(second from the top) falls within the 
Raman spectrum set out in Claim 1 of 
the ‘236 patent, and (b) whether the 
Tytko article contains sufficient 
enabling disclosure with respect to the 
composition represented by that 
spectrum so as to be available as prior 
art. 

3. The legal foundation and record 
support for the existence or non-
existence of the specific offer for sale or 
sale found by the ALJ in his final ID in 
connection with his finding of the 
existence of an on-sale bar. 

The Commission has also determined 
to order complainant Climax to file and 
serve with its main review brief a copy 
of the file for the reissue application for 
the ‘236 patent which is currently 
pending in the PTO, as well as the files 
of any other proceedings in the PTO 
relating to the ‘236 patent, the reissue 
application, or the original application 
for the ‘236 patent. Complainant Climax 
is also ordered to file and serve any 
additions to such files as they are made 
in the PTO. 

In connection with the final 
disposition of this investigation, the 
Commission may (1) issue an order that 
could result in the exclusion of the 
subject articles from entry into the 
United States, and/or (2) issue one or 
more cease and desist orders that could 
result in respondents being required to 
cease and desist from engaging in unfair 
acts in the importation and sale of such 
articles. Accordingly, the Commission is 
interested in receiving written 
submissions that address the form of 
remedy, if any, that should be ordered. 
If a party seeks exclusion of an article 
from entry into the United States for 
purposes other than entry for 
consumption, the party should so 
indicate and provide information 
establishing that activities involving 
other types of entry either are adversely 
affecting it or likely to do so. For 
background, see In the Matter of Certain 
Devices for Connecting Computers via 
Telephone Lines, Inv. No. 337–TA–360, 
USITC Pub. No. 2843 (December 1994) 
(Commission Opinion). 

If the Commission contemplates some 
form of remedy, it must consider the 
effects of that remedy upon the public 
interest. The factors the Commission 
will consider include the effect that an 
exclusion order and/or cease and desist 
orders would have on (1) the public 
health and welfare, (2) competitive 
conditions in the U.S. economy, (3) U.S. 
production of articles that are like or 
directly competitive with those that are 
subject to investigation, and (4) U.S. 
consumers. The Commission is 
therefore interested in receiving written 
submissions that address the 
aforementioned public interest factors 
in the context of this investigation.

If the Commission orders some form 
of remedy, the President has 60 days to 
approve or disapprove the 
Commission’s action. During this 
period, the subject articles would be 
entitled to enter the United States under 
a bond, in an amount determined by the 
Commission and prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. The 
Commission is therefore interested in 
receiving submissions concerning the 

amount of the bond that should be 
imposed. 

Written Submissions: The parties to 
the investigation are requested to file 
written submissions on the issues under 
review. The submissions should be 
concise and thoroughly referenced to 
the record in this investigation. Parties 
to the investigation, interested 
government agencies, and any other 
interested parties are encouraged to file 
written submissions on the issues of 
remedy, the public interest, and 
bonding. Such submissions should 
address the May 15, 2003, 
recommended determination by the ALJ 
on remedy and bonding. Complainant 
and the Commission investigative 
attorney are also requested to submit 
proposed remedial orders for the 
Commission’s consideration. The 
written submissions and proposed 
remedial orders must be filed no later 
than close of business on July 14, 2003. 
Reply submissions must be filed no later 
than the close of business on July 21, 
2003. No further submissions on these 
issues will be permitted unless 
otherwise ordered by the Commission. 

Persons filing written submissions 
must file the original document and 14 
true copies thereof on or before the 
deadlines stated above with the Office 
of the Secretary. Any person desiring to 
submit a document (or portion thereof) 
to the Commission in confidence must 
request confidential treatment unless 
the information has already been 
granted such treatment during the 
proceedings. All such requests should 
be directed to the Secretary of the 
Commission and must include a full 
statement of the reasons why the 
Commission should grant such 
treatment. See § 201.6 of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, 19 CFR 201.6. Documents for 
which confidential treatment by the 
Commission is sought will be treated 
accordingly. All nonconfidential written 
submissions will be available for public 
inspection at the Office of the Secretary. 

The authority for the Commission’s 
determination is contained in section 
337 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 1337), and in 
§§ 210.43–210.44 of the Commission’s 
rules of practice and procedure (19 CFR 
210.43–210.44).

Issued: June 30, 2003.

By order of the Commission. 

Marilyn R. Abbott, 
Secretary to the Commission.
[FR Doc. 03–17007 Filed 7–3–03; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7020–02–P
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