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1 Please note that when referencing a heading or 
subheading up to the 8-digit level of the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States, 
CBP cites to the Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the 
United States or ‘‘HTSUS.’’ When referencing a 10- 
digit subheading level of the Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States, CBP cites to the 
Harmonized Tariff Schedule of the United States 
Annotated or ‘‘HTSUSA,’’ which is used for 
statistical reporting purposes. 

SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is announcing the 
issuance of a priority review voucher to 
the sponsor of a material threat medical 
countermeasure (MCM) product 
application. The Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (FD&C Act) authorizes 
FDA to award priority review vouchers 
to sponsors of approved material threat 
MCM product applications that meet 
certain criteria. FDA is required to 
publish notice of the award of the 
priority review voucher. FDA has 
determined that EBANGA (ansuvimab- 
zykl) for injection, approved on 
December 21, 2020, manufactured by 
Ridgeback Biotherapeutics, LP, meets 
the criteria for a material threat MCM 
priority review voucher. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Andrea Gormley, Counter-Terrorism 
and Emergency Coordination Staff, 
Center for Drug Evaluation and 
Research, Food and Drug 
Administration, 10001 New Hampshire 
Ave., 2nd Floor, Silver Spring, MD 
20993–0002, 301–796–2210 (this is not 
a toll free number). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: FDA is 
announcing the issuance of a material 
threat MCM priority review voucher to 
the sponsor of an approved material 
threat MCM product application. Under 
section 565A of the FD&C Act (21 U.S.C. 
360bbb–4a), FDA will award priority 
review vouchers to sponsors of 
approved material threat MCM product 
applications that meet certain criteria 
upon approval of those applications. 
FDA has determined EBANGA 
(ansuvimab-zykl), manufactured by 
Ridgeback Biotherapeutics, LP, meets 
the criteria for a material threat MCM 
priority review voucher. EBANGA was 
approved on December 21, 2020, for the 
treatment of infection caused by Zaire 
ebolavirus in adult and pediatric 
patients, including neonates born to a 
mother who is RT–PCR positive for 
Zaire ebolavirus infection. 

For further information about the 
material threat MCM Priority Review 
Voucher Program and for a link to the 
full text of section 565A of the FD&C 
Act, go to https://www.fda.gov/ 
emergency-preparedness-and-response/ 
mcm-legal-regulatory-and-policy- 
framework/21st-century-cures-act-mcm- 
related-cures-provisions#prv. For 
further information about EBANGA 
(ansuvimab-zykl) for injection, go to the 
‘‘Drugs@FDA’’ website at http://
www.accessdata.fda.gov/scripts/cder/ 
daf/. 

Dated: April 16, 2025. 
Grace R. Graham, 
Deputy Commissioner for Policy, Legislation, 
and International Affairs. 
[FR Doc. 2025–06970 Filed 4–22–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4164–01–P 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

U.S. Customs and Border Protection 

[Docket No. USCBP–2025–0013] 

Receipt of Domestic Interested Party 
Petition Concerning the Tariff 
Classification of Cane Sugar Molasses 
and Liquid Sugar 

AGENCY: U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection, Department of Homeland 
Security. 
ACTION: Notice of receipt of domestic 
interested party petition; solicitation of 
comments. 

SUMMARY: U.S. Customs and Border 
Protection (CBP) has received a petition 
submitted on behalf of a domestic 
interested party requesting the 
reclassification, under the Harmonized 
Tariff Schedule of the United States 
(HTSUS), of certain cane sugar molasses 
and liquid sugar. CBP currently 
classifies the subject cane sugar 
molasses under subheading 1703.10.30, 
HTSUS, as molasses, and the liquid 
sugar under subheading 1702.90.40, 
HTSUS. Petitioner contends that the 
proper classification for the subject cane 
sugar molasses and liquid sugar is under 
subheading 1702.90.10, HTSUS, or 
subheading 1702.90.20, HTSUS, as 
‘‘sugar syrups.’’ This document invites 
comments regarding the correctness of 
the current classification. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before June 23, 2025. 
ADDRESSES: Please submit comments, 
identified by docket number, by the 
following method: 

• Federal eRulemaking Portal: 
https://www.regulations.gov. Follow the 
instructions for submitting comments 
via docket number USCBP–2025–0013. 

Instructions: All submissions received 
must include the agency name and 
docket number for this notice of 
domestic interested party petition 
concerning the tariff classification of 
cane sugar molasses and liquid sugar. 
All comments received will be posted 
without change to https://
www.regulations.gov, including any 
personal information provided. 

Docket: For access to the docket to 
read background documents, exhibits, 
or comments received, go to https://
www.regulations.gov. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Marie Durane, Food, Textiles and 
Marking Branch, Regulations and 
Rulings, Office of Trade, U.S. Customs 
and Border Protection, at (202) 325– 
0984 or by email at marie.durane@
cbp.dhs.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Background 

A petition was filed under section 516 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended 
(19 U.S.C. 1516), on behalf of the 
American Sugar Coalition (Petitioner or 
ASC) and its members. ASC is a 
national coalition that consists of sugar 
beet and sugar cane farmers, sugar cane 
millers, sugar beet processors, and sugar 
cane refiners, either through their 
membership in various trade 
associations, or in their individual 
capacity. Members of the ASC 
individually manufacture, produce, or 
wholesale raw and refined sugar in the 
United States, and Petitioner represents 
that they produce over 95 percent of all 
raw and refined sugar in the United 
States. ASC meets all the requirements 
of a domestic interested party set forth 
in 19 U.S.C. 1516(a)(2) and section 
175.3(a) in title 19 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations (19 CFR 175.3(a)). 

In New York Ruling Letter (NY) 
N309706 (March 10, 2020), CBP 
classified the product described as 
refiner’s molasses in subheading 
1703.10.3000, Harmonized Tariff 
Schedule of the United States 
Annotated (HTSUSA),1 which provides 
for ‘‘Molasses resulting from the 
extraction or refining of sugar: Cane 
Molasses: Imported for (a) the 
commercial extraction of sugar or (b) 
human consumption.’’ In NY N324972 
(June 24, 2022), CBP classified liquid 
sugar in subheading 1702.90.4000, 
HTSUSA, which provides for ‘‘Other 
sugars, including chemically pure 
lactose, maltose, glucose and fructose, 
in solid form; sugar syrups not 
containing added flavoring or coloring 
matter; artificial honey, whether or not 
mixed with natural honey; caramel: 
Other, including invert sugar and other 
sugar and sugar syrup blends containing 
in the dry state 50 percent by weight of 
fructose: Derived from sugar cane or 
sugar beets: Other: Other.’’ 
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Petitioner contends that the refiner’s 
molasses and liquid sugar, which were 
the subject of the two rulings, and the 
cane sugar molasses that is currently 
being imported at the Port of Buffalo are 
classified in subheading 1702.90.1000, 
HTSUSA, which provides for ‘‘Other 
sugars, including chemically pure 
lactose, maltose, glucose and fructose, 
in solid form; sugar syrups not 
containing added flavoring or coloring 
matter; artificial honey, whether or not 
mixed with natural honey; caramel: 
Other, including invert sugar and other 
sugar and sugar syrup blends containing 
in the dry state 50 percent by weight of 
fructose: Derived from sugar cane or 
sugar beets: Containing soluble non- 
sugar solids (excluding any foreign 
substances, including but not limited to 
molasses, that may have been added to 
or developed in the product) equal to 6 
percent or less by weight of the total 
soluble solids: Described in additional 
U.S. note 5 to this Chapter and entered 
pursuant to its provisions,’’ or in 
subheading 1702.90.2000, HTSUSA, if 
not described in additional U.S. Note 5 
to Chapter 17, HTSUS, and not entered 
pursuant to its provisions. 

Applicable Legal Principles 
Classification under the HTSUS is 

determined in accordance with the 
General Rules of Interpretation (GRIs) 
and, in the absence of special language 
or context which otherwise requires, by 
the Additional U.S. Rules of 
Interpretation (ARIs). GRI 1 provides 
that the classification of goods shall be 
determined according to the terms of the 
headings and any relative section or 
chapter notes. In the event that the 
goods cannot be classified solely on the 
basis of GRI 1, and if the headings and 
legal notes do not otherwise require, 
GRIs 2 through 6 may be applied in 
order. 

Additional U.S. Note (AUSN) 10 to 
Chapter 17, HTSUS, provides that 
‘‘Heading 1703 does not include 
products derived from sugar cane or 
sugar beet and containing soluble non- 
sugar solids (excluding any foreign 
substance that may have been added or 
developed in the product) equal to 6 
percent or less by weight of the total 
soluble solids.’’ 

The Explanatory Notes (ENs) to the 
Harmonized Commodity Description 
and Coding System represent the official 
interpretation of the tariff at the 
international level. While neither legally 
binding nor dispositive, the ENs provide 
a commentary on the scope of each 
heading of the HTSUS and are generally 
indicative of the proper interpretation of 
these headings. See Treasury Decision 
(T.D.) 89–80, 54 FR 35127, 35128 

(August 23, 1989). The ENs for heading 
17.02, state, in pertinent part, that the 
heading also covers ‘‘sugar syrups’’ 
which include ‘‘juices and syrups 
obtained during the extraction of sugars 
from sugar beet, sugar cane, etc.’’ 
Moreover, the ENs for heading 17.03, 
state, the following: 

Molasses of this heading is obtained only 
as a result of the extraction or refining of 
sugar. It is most commonly obtained as a 
normal by-product resulting from the 
extraction or refining of beet or cane sugar or 
from the production of fructose from maize 
(corn). It is a brown or blackish viscous 
substance containing an appreciable amount 
of sugar which cannot readily be crystallised. 
However, it may be powdered. 

Beet sugar molasses is not normally eaten 
as such, but certain refined forms of sugar 
cane molasses and corn molasses are suitable 
for human consumption and are sold as 
treacle or as table syrups. The main uses of 
molasses are as the raw material from which 
alcohols and alcoholic beverages are distilled 
(e.g., rum from sugar cane molasses), in the 
preparation of cattle foods and coffee 
substitutes. It is also sometimes used for the 
extraction of sugar. 

Molasses of this heading may be 
decolourised, coloured or flavoured. 

Elaboration of the Petitioner’s Views 
Petitioner contends that the proper 

classification for the subject cane sugar 
molasses and liquid sugar is in 
subheading 1702.90.1000, HTSUSA, 
which provides for ‘‘Other sugars, 
including chemically pure lactose, 
maltose, glucose and fructose, in solid 
form; sugar syrups not containing added 
flavoring or coloring matter; artificial 
honey, whether or not mixed with 
natural honey; caramel: Other, 
including invert sugar and other sugar 
and sugar syrup blends containing in 
the dry state 50 percent by weight of 
fructose: Derived from sugar cane or 
sugar beets: Containing soluble non- 
sugar solids (excluding any foreign 
substances, including but not limited to 
molasses, that may have been added to 
or developed in the product) equal to 6 
percent or less by weight of the total 
soluble solids: Described in additional 
U.S. note 5 to this Chapter and entered 
pursuant to its provisions,’’ or in 
subheading 1702.90.2000, HTSUSA, if 
not described in additional U.S. Note 5 
to Chapter 17, HTSUS, and not entered 
pursuant to its provisions, and therefore 
are appropriately classified as ‘‘sugar 
syrups’’ under subheading 
1702.90.1000, HTSUSA, or subheading 
1702.90.2000, HTSUSA, pursuant to 
GRI 1. 

Petitioner argues that the liquid sugar 
product in NY N324972, the refiner’s 
molasses in NY N309706, and the cane 
sugar molasses that is currently being 
imported at the Port of Buffalo are cane 

sugar run-off syrup and not molasses as 
described in heading 1703, HTSUS. 
Specifically, Petitioner argues that the 
products do not meet the requirements 
of AUSN 10 to Chapter 17, HTSUS, and 
the requirements in the ENs to heading 
1703, HTSUS. In addition, with respect 
to NY N324972, Petitioner argues that 
the ruling lacks details regarding the 
product’s soluble non-sugar solid 
content, and whether or not any foreign 
substances were added during the 
manufacturing process and, as a result, 
the ruling should be reconsidered. 

Based on these factors, Petitioner 
urges CBP to find that the subject cane 
sugar molasses and liquid sugar are 
‘‘sugar syrups.’’ It is Petitioner’s view 
that the products are cane sugar run-off 
syrups that do not contain over six 
percent soluble non-sugar solids, unless 
a refinery is deliberately adding a 
foreign substance during the 
manufacturing process or deliberately 
causing a foreign substance to be 
developed in the product by adjusting 
its refining process to operate in a 
manner that is not commercially or 
economically reasonable. Moreover, 
Petitioner argues that the products do 
not have the physical and chemical 
characteristics of molasses. In support of 
its argument, Petitioner relies on the 
industry standard production process 
for molasses, the dictionary definitions 
of molasses and the ordinary meaning of 
molasses in the trade, and the legislative 
history of the tariff provisions covering 
sugar and molasses. 

Analysis Used by CBP in Prior Rulings 
Subheading 1703.10.3000, HTSUSA, 

provides for ‘‘Molasses resulting from 
the extraction or refining of sugar: Cane 
Molasses: Imported for (a) the 
commercial extraction of sugar or (b) 
human consumption.’’ Heading 1703, 
HTSUS, applies to molasses ‘‘resulting 
from the extraction or refining of sugar.’’ 
The ENs to heading 17.03 HTSUS, state, 
in pertinent part, that, ‘‘Molasses of this 
heading is obtained only as a result of 
the extraction or refining of sugar. It is 
most commonly obtained as a normal 
by-product resulting from the extraction 
or refining of beet or cane sugar or from 
the production of fructose from maize 
(corn).’’ AUSN 10 to Chapter 17, 
HTSUS, specifies that the type of 
molasses covered by heading 1703, 
HTSUS, includes ‘‘products derived 
from sugar cane or sugar beet and 
containing soluble nonsugar solids 
(excluding any foreign substance that 
may have been added or developed in 
the product) equal to 6 percent or less 
by weight of the total soluble solids.’’ In 
NY N309706, the subject refiner’s 
molasses is refined from Brazilian raw 
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cane sugar. The ruling provides that, 
‘‘[t]he raw cane sugar is melted, 
purified, crystallized, mixed with 
partially recovered sugar, and the 
residual is removed.’’ The refiner’s 
molasses is said to have a total sugar 
content of 64.4 percent composed of 2.1 
percent fructose, 2.3 glucose, and 60 
percent sucrose. The refiner’s molasses 
in NY N309706 is classified per GRIs 1 
and 6 as molasses in subheading 
1703.10.3000, HTSUSA, because it 
meets the terms of AUSN 10 to Chapter 
17, HTSUS, and the ENs to heading 
17.03, HTSUS. 

Subheading 1702.90.4000, HTSUSA, 
provides for ‘‘Other sugars, including 
chemically pure lactose, maltose, 
glucose and fructose, in solid form; 
sugar syrups not containing added 
flavoring or coloring matter; artificial 
honey, whether or not mixed with 
natural honey; caramel: Other, 
including invert sugar and other sugar 
and sugar syrup blends containing in 
the dry state 50 percent by weight of 
fructose: Derived from sugar cane or 
sugar beets: Other: Other.’’ The ENs to 
heading 17.02, HTSUS, provide for 
sugar syrups, and include ‘‘juices and 
sugars’’ obtained during the extraction 
of sugars from sugar beet, sugar cane, 
etc. In NY N324972, the liquid sugar 
contains 66.7 percent sugar, 33.3 
percent water and trace amounts of 
calcium hydroxide. The liquid sugar is 
made from raw cane sugar from Brazil 
that is granulated, diluted with water, 
heated, filtered, and packed. The liquid 
sugar in NY N324972 is classified under 
subheading 1702.90.4000, HTSUSA, 
pursuant to GRIs 1 and 6, because the 
product is liquid sugar made from the 
extraction of sugars in sugar cane. 

Comments 
Pursuant to 19 CFR 175.21, before 

making a determination on this matter, 
CBP invites written comments on the 
petition, from interested parties. 

The domestic interested party petition 
concerning the tariff classification of 
cane sugar molasses and liquid sugar, as 
well as all comments received in 
response to this notice, will be available 
for public inspection on the docket at 
https://www.regulations.gov. 

Authority 
This notice is published in 

accordance with 19 U.S.C. 1516 and 19 
CFR 175.21. 

Pete Flores, Acting Commissioner, 
having reviewed and approved this 
document, has delegated the authority 
to electronically sign the document to 
the Director (or Acting Director, if 
applicable) of the Regulations and 
Disclosure Law Division of CBP, for 

purposes of publication in the Federal 
Register. 

Robert F. Altneu, 
Director, Regulations & Disclosure Law 
Division, Regulations & Rulings, Office of 
Trade, U.S. Customs and Border Protection. 
[FR Doc. 2025–07021 Filed 4–22–25; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 9111–14–P 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY 

Transportation Security Administration 

Extension of Agency Information 
Collection Activity Under OMB Review: 
Speaker Request Form 

AGENCY: Transportation Security 
Administration, DHS. 
ACTION: 30-Day notice. 

SUMMARY: This notice announces that 
the Transportation Security 
Administration (TSA) has forwarded the 
Information Collection Request (ICR), 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) control number 1652–0075, 
abstracted below to OMB for review and 
approval under the Paperwork 
Reduction Act (PRA). The ICR describes 
the nature of the information collection 
and its expected burden. The collection 
involves point of contact information for 
the person/organization requesting a 
TSA speaker; logistical information for 
that speaking engagement; and context 
for the request to determine the 
audience reach, any ethical concerns, 
and possible promotion of the speaking 
engagement. 
DATES: Send your comments by May 23, 
2025. A comment to OMB is most 
effective if OMB receives it within 30 
days of publication. 
ADDRESSES: Written comments and 
recommendations for the proposed 
information collection should be sent 
within 30 days of publication of this 
notice to https://www.reginfo.gov/ 
public/do/PRAMain. Find this 
particular information collection by 
selecting ‘‘Currently under Review— 
Open for Public Comments’’ and by 
using the find function. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Christina A. Walsh, TSA PRA Officer, 
Information Technology, TSA–11, 
Transportation Security Administration, 
6595 Springfield Center Drive, 
Springfield, VA 20598–6011; telephone 
(571) 227–2062; email TSAPRA@
tsa.dhs.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: TSA 
published a Federal Register notice, 
with a 60-day comment period soliciting 
comments, of the following collection of 

information on December 27, 2024, 89 
FR 105620. TSA did not receive any 
comments on the notice. 

Comments Invited 

In accordance with the Paperwork 
Reduction Act of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501 
et seq.), an agency may not conduct or 
sponsor, and a person is not required to 
respond to, a collection of information 
unless it displays a valid OMB control 
number. The ICR documentation will be 
available at https://www.reginfo.gov 
upon its submission to OMB. Therefore, 
in preparation for OMB review and 
approval of the following information 
collection, TSA is soliciting comments 
to— 

(1) Evaluate whether the proposed 
information requirement is necessary for 
the proper performance of the functions 
of the agency, including whether the 
information will have practical utility; 

(2) Evaluate the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden; 

(3) Enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and 

(4) Minimize the burden of the 
collection of information on those who 
are to respond, including using 
appropriate automated, electronic, 
mechanical, or other technological 
collection techniques or other forms of 
information technology. 

Information Collection Requirement 

Title: Speaker Request Form. 
Type of Request: Extension. 
OMB Control Number: 1652–0075. 
Form(s): Speaker Request Form. 
Affected Public: The general public 

requesting a TSA speaker. 
Abstract: To respond to public 

speaking invitations, TSA has created 
the Speaker Request Form, which 
collects information on the requestor 
and the event a speaker would attend. 
The form requests information related to 
the organization and the event, such as 
the event sponsor, event details, and 
point of contact information. 

TSA is submitting the form as a 
Common Form to permit Federal agency 
users beyond the agency that created the 
form (e.g., Department of Homeland 
Security or U.S. Office of Personnel 
Management) to streamline the 
information collection process in 
coordination with OMB. 

Estimated Annual Number of 
Respondents: 300. 

Estimated Annual Burden Hours: 50. 
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