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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Natural Resources Conservation 
Service 

The Secretary of Agriculture’s 
Determination of the Primary Purpose 
of the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts’ Small Renewables 
Initiative Program 

AGENCY: Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS), USDA. 
ACTION: Notice of determination. 

SUMMARY: The Natural Resources 
Conservation Service (NRCS) is 
providing public notice that the 
Secretary of Agriculture has determined 
the cost-share payments made under the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts’ Small 
Renewables Initiative Program are 
primarily for the purpose of protecting 
or restoring the environment. NRCS was 
assigned technical and administrative 
responsibility for reviewing the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts’ 
Program and making appropriate 
recommendations for the Secretary’s 
determination of primary purpose. This 
determination is in accordance with 
Section 126 of the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954, as amended (26 U.S.C. 
126), and permits recipients of cost- 
share payments to exclude from gross 
income to the extent allowed by the 
Internal Revenue Service. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Philip F. Holahan, Deputy Executive 
Director and General Counsel, 
Massachusetts Technology 
Collaborative, 75 North Drive, 
Westborough, Massachusetts 01581 or 
Branch Chief, Environmental 
Improvement Programs, Natural 
Resources Conservation Service, 1400 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20250. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
section 126(a)(10) of the Internal 
Revenue Code, gross income does not 
include the ‘‘excludable portion’’ of 
payments received under any program 
of a State under which payments are 
made to individuals primarily for the 
purpose of protecting or restoring the 
environment. In general, a cost-share 
payment for selected conservation 
practices is exempt from Federal 
taxation, if it meets three tests: (1) It was 
for a capital expense, (2) it does not 
substantially increase the operator’s 
annual income from the property for 
which it is made, and (3) the Secretary 
of Agriculture certified that the payment 
was made primarily for conserving soil 
and water resources, protecting or 
restoring the environment, improving 
forests, or providing habitat for wildlife. 

The Secretary of Agriculture evaluates 
a conservation program on the basis of 
criteria set forth in 7 CFR part 14, and 
makes a ‘‘primary purpose’’ 
determination for the payments made 
under the program. The objective of the 
determinations made under part 14 is to 
provide maximum conservation, 
environmental, forestry improvement, 
and wildlife benefits to the general 
public from the operation of applicable 
programs. Final determinations are 
made on the basis of program, category 
of practices, or individual practices. 
Following a primary purpose 
determination by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, the Secretary of the 
Treasury determines if the payments 
made under the conservation program 
substantially increase the annual 
income derived from the property 
benefited by the payments. 

Determination 

The Massachusetts Technology Park 
Corporation uses the Small Renewables 
Initiative Program to offer cost-share 
incentives for the installation of small 
renewable energy systems, totaling not 
more that 10kw of capacity per 
installation. The objectives of the 
program are met through a market-based 
incentive structure that is designed to 
provide a level of support that will 
promote the installation of renewables, 
and encourage a paradigm shift toward 
increased adoption of renewable energy 
technologies and energy-efficient, high- 
performance design elements in 
Massachusetts buildings. By promoting 
renewable energy sources, the Small 
Renewables Initiative Program reduces 
the negative environmental impacts 
generally associated with more 
traditional methods of electricity 
generation. 

As provided for by Section 126 of the 
Internal Revenue Code, the Secretary 
examined the authorizing legislation, 
regulations, and operating procedures 
regarding the identified programs. In 
accordance with the criteria setout in 7 
CFR part 14, the Secretary has 
determined the cost-share payments 
made under the Commonwealth of 
Massachusetts’ Small Renewables 
Initiative Program are primarily for the 
purpose of protecting and restoring the 
environment. 

A ‘‘Record of Decision’’ has been 
prepared and is available upon request 
from the Branch Chief, Environmental 
Improvement Programs, Natural 
Resources Conservation Service, 1400 
Independence Avenue, SW., 
Washington, DC 20250. 

Signed in Washington, DC. 
Arlen L. Lancaster, 
Chief. 
[FR Doc. E6–21845 Filed 12–20–06; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410–16–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

(A–351–806) 

Silicon Metal from Brazil: Revocation 
of Antidumping Duty Order 

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 
SUMMARY: On January 3, 2006, the 
Department of Commerce initiated and 
the International Trade Commission 
instituted a sunset review of the 
antidumping duty order on silicon 
metal from Brazil. As a result of the 
review, the International Trade 
Commission determined that revocation 
of the order on silicon metal from Brazil 
would not be likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of material 
injury to an industry in the United 
States within a reasonably foreseeable 
time. Therefore, the Department of 
Commerce is revoking this antidumping 
duty order. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 16, 2006. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Janis Kalnins or Minoo Hatten, Office 5, 
AD/CVD Operations, Import 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street & Constitution 
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20230; 
telephone: (202) 482–1392 and (202) 
482–1690, respectively. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Scope of the Order 

The merchandise covered by this 
order is silicon metal from Brazil 
containing at least 96.00 percent but less 
than 99.99 percent silicon by weight. 
Also covered by this order is silicon 
metal from Brazil containing between 
89.00 and 96.00 percent silicon by 
weight but which contains more 
aluminum than the silicon metal 
containing at least 96.00 percent but less 
than 99.99 percent silicon by weight. 
Silicon metal is currently provided for 
under subheadings 2804.69.10 and 
2804.69.50 of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule (HTS) as a chemical product, 
but is commonly referred to as a metal. 
Semiconductor grade silicon (silicon 
metal containing by weight not less than 
99.99 percent silicon and provided for 
in subheading 2804.61.00 of the HTS) is 
not subject to the order. Although the 
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HTS item numbers are provided for 
convenience and for customs purposes, 
the written description remains 
dispositive. 

Background 
On February 16, 2001, the Department 

of Commerce (the Department) 
published the continuation of the 
antidumping duty order on silicon 
metal from Brazil resulting from the first 
sunset review of this order. See 
Continuation of Antidumping Duty 
Orders on Silicon Metal From Brazil and 
China and on Silicomanganese From 
Brazil and China, and Continuation of 
Suspended Antidumping Duty 
Investigation on Silicomanganese From 
Ukraine, 66 FR 10669 (February 16, 
2001). Pursuant to section 751(c) of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (the Act), 
and 19 CFR 351.218, the Department 
initiated and the International Trade 
Commission (ITC) instituted the second 
sunset review of the order on silicon 
metal from Brazil on January 3, 2006. 
See Initiation of Five–Year (Sunset) 
Reviews, 71 FR 91 (January 3, 2006); 
Institution of Five–Year Reviews 
Concerning the Antidumping Duty 
Orders on Silicon Metal from Brazil and 
China, 71 FR 138 (January 3, 2006). As 
a result of its review, the Department 
found that revocation of the order 
would likely lead to continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and notified the 
ITC of the magnitude of the margin 
likely to prevail were the order to be 
revoked. See Silicon Metal from the 
People’s Republic of China and Brazil: 
Final Results of the Expedited Reviews 
of the Antidumping Duty Orders, 71 FR 
26334 (May 4, 2006). On December 11, 
2006, the ITC determined pursuant to 
section 751(c) of the Act that revocation 
of the antidumping duty order on 
silicon metal from Brazil would not be 
likely to lead to continuation or 
recurrence of material injury to an 
industry in the United States within a 
reasonably foreseeable time. See Silicon 
Metal From Brazil and China, 71 FR 
71554 (December 11, 2006), and ITC 
Publication 3892 (December 2006) 
entitled Certain Silicon Metal from 
Brazil and China: Investigation Nos. 
731–TA–471 and 472 (Second Review). 

Determination to Revoke 
As a result of the determination by the 

ITC that revocation of this antidumping 
duty order is not likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of material 
injury to an industry in the United 
States, the Department is revoking the 
order on silicon metal from Brazil, 
pursuant to section 751(d) of the Act. 
Pursuant to section 751(d)(2) of the Act 
and 19 CFR 351.222(i)(2)(i), the effective 

date of revocation is February 16, 2006 
(i.e., the fifth anniversary of the date of 
publication in the Federal Register of 
the notice of continuation of the 
antidumping duty order). The 
Department will notify U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection to discontinue 
suspension of liquidation and collection 
of cash deposits on entries of the subject 
merchandise entered or withdrawn from 
warehouse on or after February 16, 
2006, the effective date of revocation of 
the antidumping duty order. The 
Department will complete any pending 
administrative reviews of this order and 
will conduct administrative reviews of 
subject merchandise entered prior to the 
effective date of revocation in response 
to appropriately filed requests for 
review. 

This five–year sunset review and 
notice are in accordance with section 
751(d)(2) and published pursuant to 
section 777(i)(1) of the Act. 

Dated: December 14, 2006. 
David M. Spooner, 
Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. E6–21848 Filed 12–20–06; 8:45 am] 
Billing Code: 3510–DS–S 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

International Trade Administration 

(A–570–806) 

Silicon Metal from the People’s 
Republic of China: Continuation of 
Antidumping Duty Order 

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 
SUMMARY: As a result of the 
determinations by the Department of 
Commerce (‘‘Department’’) and the 
International Trade Commission (‘‘ITC’’) 
that revocation of the antidumping duty 
order on silicon metal from the People’s 
Republic of China (‘‘PRC’’) would likely 
lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and material injury to an 
industry in the United States, the 
Department is publishing this notice of 
continuation of the antidumping duty 
order. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: December 21, 2006. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: FOR 
INFORMATION CONTACT: Michael 
Quigley or Juanita Chen, AD/CVD 
Operations, Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 14th 
Street and Constitution Avenue, NW, 
Washington, DC, 20230; telephone: 
(202) 482–4047 or (202) 482–1904. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

On January 3, 2006, the Department 
initiated sunset reviews of the 
antidumping duty orders on silicon 
metal from the PRC and Brazil pursuant 
to section 751(c) of the Tariff Act of 
1930, as amended (‘‘Act’’). See Initiation 
of Five-year (‘‘Sunset’’) Reviews, 71 FR 
91 (January 3, 2006). As a result of its 
review, the Department found that 
revocation of the antidumping duty 
orders would likely lead to continuation 
or recurrence of dumping, and notified 
the ITC of the magnitude of margins 
likely to prevail were the orders to be 
revoked. See Silicon Metal from the 
People’s Republic of China and Brazil: 
Final Results of the Expedited Reviews 
of the Antidumping Duty Orders, 71 FR 
26334 (May 4, 2006). On November 15, 
2006, the ITC determined, pursuant to 
section 751(c) of the Act, that revocation 
of the antidumping duty order on 
silicon metal from the PRC would likely 
lead to continuation or recurrence of 
material injury to an industry in the 
United States within a reasonably 
foreseeable time, but that revoking the 
existing antidumping duty order on 
silicon metal from Brazil would not. See 
Silicon Metal From Brazil and China, 71 
FR 71554 (December 11, 2006); see also 
Silicon Metal From Brazil and China, 
(Investigations Nos. 731–TA–471 and 
472 (Second Review)), Publication 3892 
(December 2006). 

Scope of the PRC Order 

The merchandise covered by this 
order is silicon metal containing at least 
96.00 but less than 99.99 percent of 
silicon by weight. All of the foregoing 
are constructed of steel and are 
enameled or glazed with vitreous 
glasses. The merchandise is currently 
classifiable under subheadings 
2804.69.10 and 2804.69.50 of the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States (‘‘HTSUS’’) as a chemical 
product, but is commonly referred to as 
a metal. HTSUS items numbers are 
provided for convenience and customs 
purposes. The written description of the 
scope remains dispositive. 

In response to a request from 
petitioners, on February 3, 1993, the 
Department clarified that silicon metal, 
with a high aluminum content and a 
silicon content of at least 89.00 percent 
but less than 99.99 percent, is within 
the scope of the order. See Notice of 
Scope Rulings, 58 FR 27542 (May 10, 
1993). 

Determination 

As a result of the determinations by 
the Department and the ITC that 
revocation of the antidumping duty 
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