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GERMANY; RF Power Products, 
Voorhees, NJ; Robicon, New Kensington 
PA; High Voltage Engineering, 
Wakefield, MA; Robotron Corporation, 
Southfield, MI; Rockwell Automation/
DODGE, Greenville, SC; Rockwell 
International Corp., Seal Beach, CA; 
Rockwell Automation/Reliance Elec., 
Cleveland, OH; Rockwell International 
Corp., Seal Beach, CA; SAM Research 
Co., Ltd., Mie Ken, JAPAN; Hitachi 
Metals Ltd., Tokyo, JAPAN; SBS 
GreenSpring Modular I/O, Menlo Park, 
CA; SBS Technology Inc., Albuquerque, 
NM; Schneider Automation, Inc., North 
Andover, MA; Groupe Schneider SA, 
Cedex, FRANCE; Seiberco Inc., 
Braintree, MA; Origntal Motor USA 
Corp, Torrance, CA; Sencon Inc., 
Bedford Park, IL; Spellman High Voltage 
Electronics Corp., Hauppauge, NY; 
STEC INSTRUMENTS, INC., Sunnyvale, 
CA; Steeplechase Software, Inc., Ann 
Arbor, MI; Sterling Controls, Sterling, 
IL; Prater Industries Inc., Cicero, IL; 
Synergetic Micro Systems Inc., Downers 
Grove, IL; The Oilgear Company, 
Milwaukee, WI; The Partlow-West 
Company, New Hartford, NY; The 
Danaher Corp., Washington, DC; Think 
& Do Software, Inc., Ann Arbor, MI; 
Tokyo Electron America, Austin, TX; 
Total Control Products, Melrose Park, 
IL; TRANSCELL Technology Inc., 
Northbrook, IL; Travis Technologies 
Corp., Austin, TX; Trumeter Company 
Limited, Radcliffe, Manchester, UNITED 
KINGDOM; Turck, Inc., Plymouth, MN; 
Tyco Valves & Controls/Keystone, 
Houston, TX; Keystone International, 
Houston, TX; Unit Instruments, Inc., 
Yorba Linda, CA; Varian Vacuum 
Products, Lexington, MA; Varian 
Associates, Palo Alto, CA; VAT 
Vakuumventile AG, Haag, 
SWITZERLAND; VBLogic, Inc., 
Midland, NC; VG Gas Analysis Systems 
Inc., Beverly, MA; VMIC, Huntsville, 
AL; Warwick Manufacturing Group, 
Coventry, West Midlands, UNITED 
KINGDOM; University of Warwick, 
Coventry, West Midlands, UNITED 
KINGDOM; Watkins-Johnson Company, 
Scotts Valley, CA; Weltronics/
Technitron Corp., Carol Stream, IL; 
Whedco, Inc., Ann Arbor, MI; Xycom, 
Inc., Saline, MI; Hubbell Wiring Device 
Kellems, Milford, CT; Hubbell 
Incorporated, Orange, CT; Teknic Inc., 
Rochester, NY; Integrated Control 
Technology, N. Andover, MA; and 
Toshiba International Corp., Houston, 
TX have been dropped as parties to this 
venture.

The following members have changed 
their names: ABB Robotics Products AB 
to ABB Automation Technology 
Products AB/Robotics, Vasteras, 

SWEDEN; Allen-Bradley Company, Inc. 
to Rockwell Automation/Allen-Bradley, 
Mayfield Heights, OH; Uticor 
Technology, Inc. to AVG Automation, 
Bettendorf, IA; Kollmorgen Industrial 
Drives to Danaher Motion, Radford, VA; 
HMS Fieldbus Systems AB to HMS 
Industrial Networks AB, Halmstad, 
SWEDEN; Hohner Shaft Encoder Corp. 
to Hohner Corp., Beamsville, Ontario, 
CANADA; D.I.P. Inc. to MKS 
Instruments, CIT Group, Austin, TX; S–
S Technologies, Inc. to SST Division of 
Woodhead CANADA, Waterloo, 
Ontario, CANADA; Millipore 
Microelectronics Div/Tylan General to 
Mykrolis Corporation, Allen, TX; Molex 
Industrial Interfaces, Inc. to Molex 
Incorporated, Gilford, NH. 

No other changes have been made in 
either the membership or planned 
activity of the group research project. 
Membership in this group research 
project remains open, and Open 
Devicenet Vendor Association, Inc. 
intends to file additional written 
notification disclosing all changes in 
membership. 

On June 21, 1995, open Devicenet 
Vendor Association, Inc. filed its 
original notification pursuant to section 
6(a) of the Act. The Department of 
Justice published a notice in the Federal 
Register pursuant to section 6(b) of the 
Act on February 15, 1996 (61 FR 6039). 

The last notification was filed with 
the Department on May 28, 1996. A 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register pursuant to section 6(b) of the 
Act on June 20, 1996 (61 FR 31551).

Dorothy B. Fountain, 
Deputy Director of Operations, Antitrust 
Division.
[FR Doc. 04–3987 Filed 2–23–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Antitrust Division 

Notice Pursuant to the National 
Cooperative Research and Production 
Act of 1993—Petroleum Environmental 
Research Forum (‘‘PERF’’) 

Notice is hereby given that, on 
January 22, 2004, pursuant to section 
6(a) of the National Cooperative 
Research and Production Act of 1993, 
15 U.S.C. 4301 et seq. (‘‘the Act’’), 
Petroleum Environmental Research 
Forum (‘‘PERF’’) has filed written 
notifications simultaneously with the 
Attorney General and the Federal Trade 
Commission disclosing changes in its 
membership status. The notifications 
were filed for the purpose of extending 
the Act’s provisions limiting the 

recovery of antitrust plaintiffs to actual 
damages under specified circumstances. 
Specifically, TNO Environment, Energy 
and Process Innovation, Apeldoorn, 
THE NETHERLANDS has withdrawn 
from membership in PERF. 

No other changes have been made in 
either the membership or planned 
activity of the group research project. 
Membership in this group research 
project remains open, and Petroleum 
Environmental Research Forum 
(‘‘PERF’’) intends to file additional 
written notification disclosing all 
changes in membership. 

On February 10, 1986, Petroleum 
Environmental Research Forum 
(‘‘PERF’’) filed its original notification 
pursuant to section 6(a) of the Act. The 
Department of Justice published a notice 
in the Federal Register pursuant to 
section 6(b) of the Act on March 14, 
1986 (51 FR 8903). 

The last notification was filed with 
the Department on March 25, 2002. A 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register pursuant to section 6(b) of the 
Act on April 22, 2002 (67 FR 19588).

Dorothy B. Fountain, 
Deputy Director of Operations, Antitrust 
Division.
[FR Doc. 04–3986 Filed 2–23–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410–11–M

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Employment and Training 
Administration 

[TA–W–53,588] 

Amphenol RF, Severna Operations, 
Parsippany, NJ; Notice of Revised 
Determination on Reconsideration 
Regarding Eligibility To Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance and 
Alternative Trade Adjustment 
Assistance 

By letter dated January 30, 2004, a 
petitioner requested administrative 
reconsideration regarding Alternative 
Trade Adjustment Assistance (ATAA). 
The certification was signed on January 
15, 2004. The notice will soon be 
published in the Federal Register. 

The initial investigation determined 
that the skills of the subject worker 
group are easily transferable to other 
positions in the local area. 

The petitioner alleges in the request 
for reconsideration that the skills of the 
workers at the subject firm are not easily 
transferable. 

Additional investigation has 
determined that the workers possess 
skills that are not easily transferable. A 
significant number or proportion of the 
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worker group are age fifty years or over. 
Competitive conditions within the 
industry are adverse. 

Conclusion 
After careful review of the additional 

facts obtained on reconsideration, I 
conclude that the requirements of 
Section 246 of the Trade Act of 1974, as 
amended, have been met for workers at 
the subject firm. 

In accordance with the provisions of 
the Act, I make the following 
certification:
All workers at Amphenol RF, Severna 
Operations, Parsippany, New Jersey, who 
became totally or partially separated from 
employment on or after November 18, 2002 
through January 15, 2006, are eligible to 
apply for adjustment assistance under section 
223 of the Trade Act of 1974, and are also 
eligible to apply for alternative trade 
adjustment assistance under section 246 of 
the Trade Act of 1974.

Signed in Washington, DC this 4th day of 
February 2004. 
Elliott S. Kushner, 
Certifying Officer, Division of Trade 
Adjustment Assistance.
[FR Doc. 04–3917 Filed 2–23–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510–30–P

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Employment and Training 
Administration 

[TA–W–53,228] 

Aurora Acquisition Corp., Formerly 
Clarksburg Casket Company, 
Hepzibah, West Virginia; Notice of 
Negative Determination on 
Reconsideration 

By application of December 18, 2003, 
Teamsters Local Union No. 175 
requested administrative 
reconsideration of the Department’s 
negative determination regarding 
eligibility for workers and former 
workers of the subject firm to apply for 
Trade Adjustment Assistance (TAA). 
The denial notice was signed on 
November 17, 2003, and published in 
the Federal Register on December 29, 
2003 (68 FR 74977). 

Pursuant to 29 CFR 90.18(c) 
reconsideration may be granted under 
the following circumstances: 

(1) If it appears on the basis of facts 
not previously considered that the 
determination complained of was 
erroneous; 

(2) If it appears that the determination 
complained of was based on a mistake 
in the determination of facts not 
previously considered; or 

(3) If in the opinion of the Certifying 
Officer, a mis-interpretation of facts or 

of the law justified reconsideration of 
the decision. 

The TAA petition, filed on behalf of 
workers at Aurora Acquisition Corp., 
formerly Clarksburg Casket Company, 
Hepzibah, West Virginia was denied 
because the ‘‘contributed importantly’’ 
group eligibility requirement of section 
222 of the Trade Act of 1974 was not 
met. The ‘‘contributed importantly’’ test 
is generally demonstrated through a 
survey of customers of the workers’ 
firm. The survey revealed that the 
customer of the subject firm did not 
increase its purchases of imported wood 
caskets. The subject firm also did not 
increase its imports of wood caskets, nor 
did the company shift production to a 
foreign source during the relevant 
period. 

In the request for reconsideration, the 
petitioner alleged that the subject 
company formed a strategic alliance 
with a Canadian firm to deliver caskets 
from Canada. This alliance still exists 
and Aurora Casket Company is still 
purchasing caskets from Canada. As a 
result, the petitioner concludes that the 
closure of the subject firm is directly 
attributed to increased imports of 
Canadian imports of wood caskets. 

A company official was contacted in 
regard to these allegations. It was 
revealed that, although the subject firm 
has two unaffiliated vendors in Canada, 
caskets produced by these vendors do 
not have the same style numbers and are 
considered to be not like or directly 
competitive with those produced by the 
subject firm. Furthermore, the company 
official was asked to provide company 
data on imports of wood caskets during 
the relevant period. The data review 
revealed that the total purchases of 
caskets from Canada decreased 
significantly in 2003 compared to the 
prior year, and thus could not have 
contributed importantly to layoffs at the 
subject firm. 

The petitioner further alleges that a 
newly acquired facility in Bristol, 
Tennessee did not have capability of 
producing Orthodox caskets, and the 
petitioner is not aware of any domestic 
supplier that could provide Aurora 
Casket Company with the Orthodox 
caskets. The union believes that 
Canadian vendors could be the only 
suppliers of Orthodox caskets to the 
subject firm. 

The company official clarified that 
Aurora Casket Company, a company 
related to the subject firm by common 
ownership, bought Cortrium Hardwood 
Parts Co., Bristol, Tennessee for the 
purpose of shifting production of wood 
caskets from the subject firm, as well as 
increasing production of Orthodox 
caskets at Cortrium facility. He further 

stated that prior to and after the 
acquisition date, Cortrium’s primary 
business in Bristol, Tennessee was 
making and selling these specialty 
Orthodox caskets. Consequently, 
production of caskets at Cortrium, 
Bristol, Tennessee increased 
substantially after the closure of the 
subject firm. 

The official confirmed what had been 
established in the initial investigation, 
which was that the layoffs at Aurora 
Acquisition Corp., formerly Clarksburg 
Casket Company, Hepzibah, West 
Virginia are directly caused by a 
domestic shift in production. 

Conclusion 
After reconsideration, I affirm the 

original notice of negative 
determination of eligibility to apply for 
worker adjustment assistance for 
workers and former workers of Aurora 
Acquisition Corp., formerly Clarksburg 
Casket Company, Hepzibah, West 
Virginia.

Signed in Washington, DC, this 11th day of 
February, 2004. 
Elliott S. Kushner, 
Certifying Officer, Division of Trade 
Adjustment Assistance.
[FR Doc. 04–3929 Filed 2–23–04; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4510–30–P

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Employment and Training 
Administration 

[TA–W–53,135] 

Castle Rubber, LLC; East Butler, PA; 
Notice of Revised Determination on 
Reconsideration 

By letter postmarked December 11, 
2003, company officials and United 
Steelworkers of America, Local 116L 
requested administrative 
reconsideration regarding the 
Department’s Negative Determination 
Regarding Eligibility to Apply for 
Worker Adjustment Assistance, 
applicable to the workers of the subject 
firm. 

The initial investigation resulted in a 
negative determination issued on 
November 5, 2003, based on the finding 
that imports of molded and built-up 
rubber products did not contribute 
importantly to worker separations at the 
subject plant and no shift of production 
to a foreign source occurred. The denial 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register on November 28, 2003 (68 FR 
66878). 

To support the request for 
reconsideration, the company official 
supplied additional major declining 
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