










































































































The price, cost, and volume trends indicated above are reflected in the variance analysis in table 
VI-2. The product mix for the beryllium metal during the three years, and the***, may have a material 

Table VI-2 
Variance analysis of the results of Brush Wellman on its operations producing beryllium metal, fiscal years 
1993-95 . 

* * * * * * * 

impact on the variance analysis; however, the analysis is useful in understanding the comparative changes in 
revenue, costs, and profit. The variance analysis clearly indicates that ***. . 

OPERATIONS ON IDGH-BERYLLIUM ALLOYS 

Inoome-and-loss data for Brush Wellman's high-beryllium alloys operations are presented in table 
VI-3. The data on the high-beryllium alloys***. The data are consistent with the company's***. Brush 
Wellman's 1994 Annual Report indicated that increasing beryllium alloy sales in 1993 were accounted for 
partially by AIBeMet® sales of a computer disk drive component. In 1994, sales dropped due to the end of 
the use of the AIBeMet® application at the computer disk drive manufacturer. The low gross margin in 1993 
was caused partially by manufacturing problems associated with the AlBeMet® disk drive component.1 

Table VI-3 
Income-and-loss experience of Brush Wellman on its operations producing high-beryllium alloys, fiscal years 
1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
OPERATIONS ON BERYLLIUM METAL AND ffiGH-BERYLLIUM ALLOYS 

Brush Wellman's income-and-loss data for combined operations producing beryllium metal and 
high-beryllium alloys are summarized in appendix C, table C-3. ***. 

INVESTMENT IN FIXED ASSETS, CAPITAL EXPENDITURES, AND 
RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT EXPENSES 

Brush Wellman's value of fixed assets, capital expenditures, and research and development expenses 
are presented in table VI-4. The research and development expenses***. 

Brush Wellman's capital expenditures***. The depreciation on these capital additions totaled about 
$***. 

TableVI-4 
Capital expenditures, research and development expenses, and fiscal yearend value of assets of Brush 
Wellman on its operations producing beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys, fiscal years 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 

1 Brush Wellman 1994 Annual Report, Management's Discussion and Analysis, pp. 19-20. 
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CAPITAL AND INVESTMENT 

Brush Wellman's responses to questions regarding capital and investment are as follows: 

1. Since January 1, 1993, has your firm experienced any actual negative effects on its growth, 
investment, ability to raise capital, or existing development and production efforts (including efforts to 
develop a derivative or more advanced version of the product), or the scale of capital investments as a result 
of imports of beryllium metal or high-beryllium alloys from Kazakhstan? 

Brush Wellman's response--

* * * * * * * 

2. Does your firm anticipate any negative impact of imports of beryllium metal or high-beryllium 
alloys from Kazakhstan? 

Brush Wellman's response--

* * * * * * * 
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PART VII: THREAT CONSIDERATIONS 

The Commission analyzes a number of factors in making threat determinations (see 19 U.S.C. § 
1677(7)(F)(i)). Information on the volume and pricing of imports of the subject merchandise is presented in 
parts IV and V and information on the effects of imports of the subject merchandise on U.S. producers' 
existing development and production efforts is presented in part VI. Information on inventories of the subject 
merchandise; foreign producers' operations, including the potential for "product-shifting;" any other threat 
indicators, if applicable; and any dumping in third-country markets, follows. 

THE INDUSTRY IN KAZAKHSTAN 

The petitioner cited the Ulba Metallurgical Complex (Ulba) as the only known producer of beryllium 
and high-beryllium ingots, billets, powder, and block in Kazakhstan. Ulba is under the jurisdiction of the 
Kazakh State Atomic Energy and Industrial Corporation. A Commission questionnaire was sent to Ulba, and 
additional information was made available by Ulba's counsel. Data received on inventories and shipments 
are presented in table VII-I. 

Table VII-I 
Beryllium metal: Kazakh capacity, production, inventories, capacity utilization, and shipments, 1993-95 and 
projected 1996 

* * * * * * * 
The Ulba plant is in the northeastern section of Kazakhstan in the city ofUst-Kamenogorsk. The 

plant has not produced beryllium metal since April 1993, has not produced high-beryllium alloys for many 
years, and does not plan to restart production. To restart production, Ulba estimates it would take an 
investment of*** .1 The company does not have operational commercial-scale capacity to produce high­
beryllium alloys, although the equipment for making these alloys is on-site.2 In 1994, Ulba began*** 
because of the absence of a market for beryllium materials. 3 Ulba representatives expect ***. 4 

The Ulba plant has a large inventory of beryllium products; approximately*** pounds (contained 
beryllium) of material was stockpiled as of the end of 1995. All this material is in the form of beryllium 
vacuum-cast ingots. Another*** pounds of beryllium scrap is still at the plant. Since 1993, Ulba has 
exported*** pounds of beryllium metal ingot lump to the United States, and*** pounds to other countries 
***; it plans to export *** pounds in 1996 to countries other than the United States. In addition, Ulba 
exported*** pounds of beryllium scrap to the United States in 1995. This scrap went to the Spindrift Co., 
and some of it was in the form oflumps and semifinished products (i.e., rods, bars, disks, and other forms), 
but was considered "scrap" because of deficient chemistry and mechanical properties and, in some cases, 
surface and internal defects that rendered it unacceptable to the original customer.5 

1 If this investment were made, Ulba estimates that the plant's capacity would be approximately*** pounds of 
beryllium vacuum-cast ingots per year. (Letter from Sherman & Sterling, Apr. 16, 1996.) 

2 It purchased this equipment in 1992, but installation is only***. (Conversation with***, BMI, Apr. 9, 1996.) 
3 Foreign producers questionnaire, p. 2. 
4 Letter from Sherman & Sterling, Apr. 16, 1996. 

s Ibid 
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The Government of Kazakhstan and Scanburg, A.B., a Swedish company, have an agreement 
involving the use of the Kazakh beryllium metal ingot inventories. Under this agreement, all of the inventory 
will be transferred to Sweden. Ulba's counsel reports that approximately*** pounds of the inventory has 
been exported to Sweden. 6 A letter from a Scanburg representative reports that approximately *** pounds of 
the inventory is in Sweden.7 The primary purpose of placing the inventory in Sweden is ***.8 ***allows 
Scanburg to market the beryllium.9 

The Ulba plant, when it was producing, used beryl ore, most of which came from mines in Russia.10 

In 1990, the mine production of beryl ore in Russia was about 168,000 pounds of contained beryllium; 
however, production was probably considerably higher in past years before the breakup of the Soviet Union.11 

About 80 percent of mine production was used for the production of beryllium metal, and most was used by 
the military. Beryllium fabricators are in Russia, near defense industry sites. Currently, there are no exports 
of berylliuin metal or high-beryllium alloys to Russia, although some low-beryllium alloy material is exported 
to Russia.12 

A fire damaged part of the Ulba plant in 1990. Reportedly, the accident occurred in the beryllium 
powder-making section of the plant. A delegation from the United States visited the Ulba plant in 1992 and 
described most of the equipment as old and antiquated, and the plant as lacking in environmental controls. 
However, the beryllium products were considered high quality. The plant also has downstream processing 
capacity, including machining and forging equipment. 

The Ulba Metallurgical Complex is a large producer of other metal products, including uranium and 
rare earth metals. The entire complex employs over 5,000 people.13 

The Ulba plant will receive compensation from the United States because of cooperation in the 
removal from Kazakhstan of 600 kilograms of highly enriched uranium.14 This material was purchased under 
a U.S. program designed to prevent the proliferation of nuclear weapons. To compensate the Kazakhstanis 
for their cooperation, funds have been given to the country, and $*** in additional funding will be provided in 
the near future, which will be used for beryllium materials research and equipment purchases.15 

Commission questionnaires asked importers if they had imported or arranged for the importation of 
subject products from Kazakhstan for delivery after Dec. 31, 1995. ***. One firm that reported *** .16 

There is no indication that beryllium metal or high-beryllium alloy from Kazakhstan have been the 
subject of any other import relief investigations, including anti.dumping :findings or remedies, in the United 
States or in any other countries. 

6 Ibid. 

7 Letter from ***. 
8 Ibid. 

10 Judith Chegwidden, "Beryllium," Metals & Minerals: Annual Review 1994 (London: The Mining Journal Ltd., 
1995), p. 71. At the Commission's conference, Robert Rozek, senior VP, Brush Wellman, stated the stockpile of ore at 
the plant site could supply the world market for all beryllium for 30 years. (Conference transcript, p. 22.) 

11 U.S. Department of Commerce, National Security Assessment of the U.S. Beryllium Sector, May 1993. 
12 Conversation with***, Apr. 9, 1996. 
13 National Security Assessment report. 
14 Notes from State Dept. meeting, Mar. 22, 1996. 
15 ***. (Notes from State Dept. meeting, Mar. 22, 1996.) 
16 *** 
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U.S. IMPORTERS' INVENTORIES 

BMI reported that it has had ***. Data on U.S. inventories of Kazakh product including the 
controversial "scrap" are presented in appendix table E-7. 
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE 
COMMISSION 

[Investigation No. 731-TA-746 
(Preliminary)l 

Beryllium Metal and High-Beryllium 
Alloys From Kazakhstan 

AGENCY: United States International 
Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Institution and scheduling of a 
preliminary antidumping investigation. 

SUMMARY: The Commission hereby gives 
notice of the institution of preliminary 
antidumping Investigation No. 731-T A-
746 (Preliminary) under section 733(a) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
§ 1673b(a)) (the Act) to determine 
whether there is a reasonable indication 
that an industry in the United States is 
materially injured or threatened with 
material injury, or the ~tablishment of 
an industry in the United States is 
materially retarded, by reason of 
imports from Kazakhstan of beryllium 
metal and high-beryllium alloys 1 that 
are alleged to be sold in the United 
States at less than fair value. Unless the 
Department of Commerce extends the 
time for initiation pursuant to section 
732(c)(l)(B) of the Act (19 U.S.C. 
1673a(c) (1) (B)), the Commission must 
complete preliminary antidumping 
investigations in 45 days, or in this case 
by April 29, 1996. The Commission's 
views are due at the Department of 
Commerce within five business days 
thereafter, or by May 6. 1996. 

For further information concerning 
the conduct of this investigation and 
rules of general application, consult the 
Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, part 201, subparts A through 
E (19 CFR part 201). and part 207. 
subparts A and B (19 CFR part 207). 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 14, 1996. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Bonnie Noreen (202-205-3167), Office 
of Investigations, U.S. International 
Trade Commission. 500 E Street SW .. 
Washington. DC 20436. Hearing­
impaired persons can obtain 
information on this matter by contacting 
the Commission's TDD terminal on 202-
205-1810. Persons with mobility 
impairments who will need special 
assistance in gaining access to the 

1 The lmponed products covered by thls 
lnvestlgatton consist of beryllium met.al and high· 
berylllum alloys with a beryll!um content equal to 
or greater than 30 percent by volume. all the 
foregoing whether in ingot. billet, powder or block 
form. Beryll!um met.al and alloys 1n which 
beryllium predominates by weigh! are provided for 
1n subheading 8112.11.60 of the Harmonized Tar UT 
Schedule of the United States (HTS). Other alloys 
containing beryll!um are provided for elsewhere in 
the ITTS-e.g .. aluminum-beryllium alloys are 
provided for in HTS 7601.20.90. 
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Commission should contact the Office 
of the Secretary at 202-205-2000. 
General information concerning the 
Commission may also be obtained by 
accessing its internet server (http:// 
www.usitc.gov or ftp://ftp.usitc.gov). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background.-Thi:S investigation is 
being instituted in response to a petition 
filed on March 14, 1996, by Brush 
Wellman Inc., Cleveland, OH. 

Participation in the investigation and 
public service list-Persons (other than 
petitioners) wishing to participate in the 
investigation as parties must file an 
entry of appearance with the Secretary 
to the Commission, as provided in 
sections 201.11and207.10 of the 
Commission's rules, not later than seven 
days after publication of this notice in 
the Federal Register. The Secretary will 
prepare a public service list containing 
the names and addresses of all pexsons, 
or their representatives, who are parties 
to this investigation upon the expiration 
of the period for filing entries of 
appearance. 

Limited disdosure of business 
proprietary information (BPI) under an 
administrative protective order (APO) 
and BPI service list-Pursuant to 
section 207.7(a) of the Commission's 
rules. the Secretary will make BPI 
gathered in this preliminary 
investigation available to authorized 
applicants under the APO issued in the 
investigation, provided that the 
application is made not later than seven 
days after the publication of this notice 
in the Federal Register. A separate 
service list will be maintained by the 
Secretary for those parties authorized to 
receive BPI under the APO. 

Conference.-The Commission's 
Director of Operations has scheduled a 
conference in connection with this 
investigation for 9:30 am. on April 3, 
1996, at the U.S. International Trade 
Commission Building. 500 E Street SW., 
Washington, DC. Parties wishing to 
participate in the conference should 
contact Bonnie Noreen (202-205-3167) 
not later than April 1, 1996, to arrange 
for their appearance. Parties in support 
of the imposition of antidumping duties 
in this investigation and parties in 
opposition to the imposition of such 
duties will each be collectively 
allocated one hour within which to 
make an oral presentation at the 
conference. A nonparty who has 
testimony that may aid the 
Commission's deliberations may request 
permission to present a short statement 
at the conference. 

Written submissions.-As provided in 
sections 201.8 and 207.15 of the 
Commission's rules, any person may 

submit to the Commission on or before 
April 9, 1996, a written brief containing 
information and arguments pertinent to 
the subject matter of the investigation. 
Parties may file written testimony in 
connection with their presentation at 
the conference no later than three days 
before the conference. If briefs or 
written testimony contain BPI. they 
must conform with the requirements of 
sections 201.6, 207.3, and 207.7 of the 
Commission's rules. 

In accordance with sections 201.16(c) 
and 207.3 of the rules, each document 
filed by a party to the investigation must 
be served on all other parties to the 
investigation (as identified by either the 
public or BPI service list}. and a 
certificate of service must be timely 
filed. The Secretary will not accept a 
document for filing without a certificate 
of service.· 

Authority: Tills investigation is being 
conducted under authority of title VII of the 
Tariff Act of 1930; this notice is published 
pursuant to section 207.12 of the 
Commission's rules. 

Issued: March 20. 1996. 
By order of the Commission. 

Donna R. Koehnke. 
Secretaty. 
[FR Doc. 96-7214 Filed 3-25-96; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 702~..P 
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Dated: March 20, 1996. 
Susan G. Essennan. 
Assistant Secretary for bnport 
Adminlstratlon. 
(FR Doc. 9~8684 Filed 4-8-96; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3S1~ 

[A-83"-805] 

Initiation of Antidumping Duty 
Investigation: Beryllium Metaland 
High Beryllium Alloys From 
Kazakhstan 

AGENCY: Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, 
Department of Commerce. 
~ECTIVE DATE: April 9, 1996. 
FOR FURlHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ellen Grebasch at (202) 482-3773 or 
Erik Warga at (202} 482-0922, Office of 
Antidumping Investigations, Import 
Administration, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, 14th Street and Constitution 
Avenue NW., Washington, DC 20230. 

Initiation ofinvestigation 

The Applicable Statute 
Unless otherwise indicated, all 

citations to the statute are references to 
the provisions effective January 1, 1995, 
the effective date of the amendments 
made to the Tariff Act of 1930 ("the 
Act") by the Uruguay Round 
AgTeements Act ( .. URAA"}. 

The Petition 
On March 14, 1996, the Department of 

Commerce ( .. the Department") received 
a petition filed in proper form by Brush 
Wellman Inc. ("petitioner"}, a domestic 
producer of beryllium metal and high 
beryllium alloys ("beryllium"). The 
Department received supplemental 
information to the petition on March 28, 
and March 29, and April 1. 1996. 

·In accordance with section 732 (b) of 
the Act, petitioner alleges that imports 
of beryllium from Kazakhstan are being, 
or are likely to be, sold in the United 
States at less than fair value within the 
meaning of section 731 of the Act, and 
that such imports are materially 
injuring, or threatening material injury 
to, a U.S. industry. 

Petitioner claims that it has standing 
to file the petition because it is an 
interested party, as defined under 
section 771 (9)(C) of the Act. 

Determination oflndustry Support for 
the Petition 

Section 732(c)(4)(A) of the Act 
requires the Department to determine, 
prior to the initiation of an . 
investigation, that a minimum 
percentage of the domestic industry 
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supports an antidumping petition. A 
petition meets these minimum 
requirements if the domestic producers 
or workers who support the petition 
account for (1) at least 25 percent of the 
total production of the domestic like 
product; and (2) more than 50 percent 
of the production of the domestic like 
product produced by that portion of the 
industry expressing support for, or 
opposition to, the petition. 

A review of the production data 
provided in the petition and other 
information readily available to the 
Department indicates that petitioner 
accounts for more than 50 percent of the 
total production of the domestic like 
product thus meeting the standard of 
732(c)(4)(A) and requiring no further 
action by the Department pursuant to 
732(c)(4)(D). Accordingly. the 
Department determines that the petition 
is supported by the domestic ind~try. 

Scope of the Investigation 
The scope of this investigation is 

beryllium metal and high beryllium 
alloys with a beryllium content equal to 
or greater than 30 percent by weight, 
whether in ingot, billet. powder, block, 
lump. chunk, blank, or other 
semifinished form These are 
intermediate or semifinished products 
that require further machining, casting 
and/or fabricating into sheet, extrusions, 
forgings or other shapes in order to meet 
the specifications of the end user. 
Beryllium and high beryllium alloys 
within the scope of this investigation 
are classifiable under the Harmonized 
TariIT Schedule of the United States 
(IITSUS) 8112.11.6000, 8112.11.3000, 
7601.20.9075, and 7601.20.9090. 
Although the HfSUS subheading is 
provided for convenience and customs 
purposes, our written description of the 
scope of this irwestigation is dispositive. 

Export Price 
Petitioner based export price on FAS 

Customs values reported in 1995 Bureau 
of Census data for HTS categories 
8112.11.3000 (waste and scrap) and 
8112.11.6000 (unwrought beryllium and 
beryllium powder). For purposes of this 
initiation, we have disallowed the data 
regarding the importation of waste and 
scrap because the majority of the 
shipment in question was non-subject 
merchandise. 

Normal Value 
Petitioner asserts that Kazakhstan is a 

non-market economy country (NME) 
within the meanirig of sections 771 (18) 
of the Act. In previous investigations, 
the Department has determined that 
Kazakhstan is an NME. and in 
accordance with section 771 (18)(c) (i) of 

the Act, the presumption of NME status 
continues for the initiation of this 
investigation. See, e.g., Final 
Determinations of Sales at Less Than 
Fair Value: Ferrosilicon from 
Kazakhstan and Ukraine: and 
Postponement of Final Determination: 
Ferrosillcon from the Russian 
Federation, 58 FR 13050 (March 9, 
1993). Accordingly, the normal value of 
the product should be based on the 
producer's factors of production, valued 
in a surrogate market economy country 
in accordance with section 773 (c) of the 
Act. 

In the course of this investigation, all 
parties will have the opportunity to 
provide relevant information related to. 
the issues of Kazakhstan's NMEstatus 
and the granting of separate rates to 
individual exporters. See, e.g., Final 
Determinati.on of Sales at Less Than 
Fair Value: Silicon Carbide from the 
PRC, 59 FR 22585 (May 2, 1994). 

It is our practice in NME cases to 
calculate NV based on the factors of 
production of those factories that 
produced the subject merchandise (in 
this case, beryllium) sold to the United 
States during the period of 
investigation. 

Petitioner based the Kazak producers' 
factors of production as defined by 
section 773(c)(3) of the Act (raw 
materials. labor, energy and capital cost) 
for beryllium on petitioner's own usage 
amounts, adjusted for known 
di!Terences in the production processes. 
In accordance with section 773(c)(4) of 
the Act, petitioner valued these factors, 
where possible. on publicly available 
published Brazilian data. Where this 
data was unavailable, petitioner used 
other acceptable sources of information. 

Petitioner states that because the per 
capita GNP of Brazil and Kazakstan are 
relatively close. the two countries may 
be considered economically 
comparable. Further, petitioner has 
stated that while Brazil does not 
produce beryllium, it does produce 
beryl ore, a major input of beryllium. 
Based on these factors, petitioner argued 
that Brazil is an acceptable surrogate 
country, in accordance with 773(c)(4) of 
the Act, because its level of economic 
development is comparable to that of 
Kazakstan and Brazil is a significant 
producer of coiriparable merchandise. 

Petitioner was unable to find data on 
factory overhead from an appropriate 
industry in Brazil; however, petitioner 
states that the first half of the 
production process for beryllium is 
similar to the production of uranium 
from ore. Therefore, petitioner used data 
for a Canadian uranium producer from 
the public record of the antidumping 
proceeding involving uranium from 
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Kazakstan and other former USSR 
countries (See Antidumping: Uranium 
from Kazakhstan, Kyrgyzstan, Russia, 
Tajikistan, Ukraine, and Uzbekistan: 
Suspension of Investigations and 
Amendment of Preliminary 
Determinations (57 FR 49220, October 
30, 1992)) to value overhead. With 
respect to general expenses, petitioner 
was unable to obtain information 
regarding the general expenses from any 
closely related industry (e.g .• beryllium 
or uranium). Therefore, petitioner has 
used information on a Brazilian 
silicomanganese company from the 
record of the antidumping duty 
proceeding involving silicomanganese 
from Brazil (Notice of Final 
Determination of Sales at Less Than 
Fair Value: Silicomanganese From 
Brazil (59 FR 55432, November 7, 1994)) 
as the only information reasonably 
available. 

Petitioner based profit incorrectly on 
the statutory eight percent minimum 
contained in the pre-DRAA laws. This 
provision was specifically deleted from 
the URAA. Petitioner provided no 
reasonable grounds for the Department 
to assume that a figure of eight percent 
for profit is appropriate. Because 
petitioner has provided no other 
information, we have disallowed this 
figure for purposes of this initiation. 

Based on comparisons of EP to the 
factors of production, the calculated 
dumping margin for beryllium from 
Kazakstan, after adjustments made by 
the Department, is 22.83 percent. 

Fair Value Comparisons 
Based on the data provided by 

petitioner, there is reason to believe that 
imports of beryl! ium from Kazakstan are 
being. or are likely to be, sold at less 
than fair value. 

Initiation of Investigation 
We have examined the petition on 

beryllium and have found that it meets 
the requirements of section 732 of the 
Act, including the requirements 
concerning allegations of the material 
injury or threat of material injury to the 
domestic producers of a domestic like 
product by reason of the complained-of 
imports. allegedly sold at less than fair 
value. Therefore. we are initiating an 
antidumping duty investigation to 
determine whether imports of beryllium 
from Kazakstan are being, or are likely 
to be, sold in the United States at less 
than fair value. Unless extended, we 
will make our preliminary 
determination by August 21. 1996. 

Distribution of Copies of the Petition 
In accordance with section 

732 (b) (3) (A) of the Act, a copy of the 
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public version of the petition has been 
provided to the representatives of the 
government of Kazakstan. We will 
attempt to provide a copy of the public 
version of the petition to the exporter 
named in the petition. 

International Trade Commission (ITC) 
Notification 

We have notified the ITC of our 
initiation, as required by section 732(d) 
of the Act. 

Preliminary Determination by the ITC 

The ITC will determine by April 28, 
1996, whether there is a reasonable 
indication that imports of beryllium 
from Kazakstan are causing material 
injury, or threatening to cause material 
injury, to a U.S. industry. A negative 
ITC determination will result in the 
investigation being terminated: 
otherwise, the investigation will 
proceed according to statutory and 
regulatory time limits. 

Dated: April 3, 1996. 
Barbara R. Stafford. 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Investigations. 
[FR Doc. 96-8824 Filed 4-8-96; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 3510-0$-;> 
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CALENDAR OF THE PUBLIC CONFERENCE 

Those listed below appeared as Witnesses at the United States International Trade Commission's 
conference held in connection with the following investigation: 

BERYLLIUM METAL AND HIGH-BERYLLIUM ALLOYS FROM KAZAKHSTAN 

Investigation No. 731-TA-746 (Preliminary) 

April 3, 1996 - 9:30 am 

The conference was held in Room 111 (Courtroom B) of the United States International Trade 
Commission Building, 500 E Street, SW, Washington, DC. 

IN SUPPORT OF THE IMPOSITION OF ANTIDUMPING DUTIES: 

Stewart and Stewart 
Washington, DC 
on behalf of 

Brush Wellman 

Robert J. Rozek, Senior Vice President 
Michael Anderson, Vice President, Beryllium Products 
Hugh D. Hanes, Vice President, Government Affairs 
Dr. Lyle C. MacAulay, Plant Manager, Elmore Operations 

Terence P. Stewart--OF COUNSEL 
James R Cannon, Jr.--OF COUNSEL 

IN OPPOSITION TO THE IMPOSITION OF ANTIDUMPING DUTIES: 

Shearman & Sterling 
Washington, DC 
on behalf of 

Kazakh State Atomic Energy and Industrial Corp. 
Ulba Metallurgical Kombinat 

Thomas Wilner--OF COUNSEL 
Aaron Fishman--OF COUNSEL 
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CALENDAR OF THE PUBLIC CONFERENCE-Continued 

IN OPPOSITION TO THE IMPOSITION OF ANTIDUMPING DUTIES-Continued: 

Beryllium Metals International, L.C. (BMl)--ajoint venture between Loral American Beryllium, Concord 
Trading, and Ulba Metallurgical Kombinat 

George M. Allen, President of BMI 
Samuel L. Hope, General Manager of BMI 
Al Simon, Senior Vice President and Group Counsel, Loral Electronic Systems Div., Loral Corp 

Nuclear Metals, Inc. 

Robert E. Quinn, President 
Kevin Raftery, Program Manager 

Lockheed Martin 

Rick Diamond, Director, Business Development, Electronic Division 
Joseph Seinberg, Mechanical· Engineering Manager 
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Table C-1 
Beryllium metal: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
Table C-2 
High-beryllium alloys: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1993-95 

* . * * * * * * 
Table C-3 
Beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 

Table C-4 
Beryllium hydroxide: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
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Table D-1 
Beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys (alternative scenario 1): U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. 
shipments of imports from Kazakhstan, and apparent U.S. consumption, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
TableD-2 
Beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys (alternative scenario 2): U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. 
shipments of imports from Kazakhstan, and apparent U.S. consumption, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
TableD-3 
All beryllium: U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. shipments of imports from Kazakhstan, and 
apparent U.S. consumption, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
TableD-4 
All beryllium (alternative scenario 1): U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. shipments of imports from 
Kazakhstan, and apparent U.S. consumption, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
Table D-5 
All beryllium (alternative scenario 2): U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. shipments of imports from 
Kazakhstan, and apparent U.S. consumption, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
TableD-6 
Beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys (adjusted by removing company transfers to low-beryllium alloy 
production): U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. shipments of imports from Kazakhstan, and apparent 
U.S. consumption, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
TableD-7 
Beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys (adjusted by removing company transfers to low-beryllium alloy 
production, alternative scenario 1): U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. shipments of imports from 
Kazakhstan, and apparent U.S. consumption, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
Table D-8 
Beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys (adjusted by removing company transfers to low-beryllium alloy 
production, alternative scenario 2): U.S. shipments of domestic product, U.S. shipments of imports from 
Kazakhstan, and apparent U.S. consumption, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
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BRUSH WELLMAN SUPPLEMENTAL DATA 
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TableE-1 
Beryllium metal and high-beryllium. alloys: Shipments by Brush Wellman, by products, types, and uses, 
1993-95 

* * * * * * * 

TableE-2 
Beryllium metal: Domestic shipments by Brush Wellman, by products and by types, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 

TableE-3 
Average number of U.S. production and related workers producing beryllium metal and high-beryllium alloys 
in the Ohio plant, hours worked, wages paid to such employees, and hourly wages, productivity, and unit 
production costs, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
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ALTERNATIVE U.S. IMPORTS AND IMPORTER 
INVENTORIES DATA 
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TableF-1 
Beryllium metal: U.S. imports from Kazakhstan, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 

TableF-2 
Beryllium metal: End-of-period inventories of U.S. imports from Kazakhstan, by products, 1993-95 

* * * * * * * 
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The following is from Nuclear Metals' 1995 1 O-K:1 

Nuclear Metals is engaged in manufacturing a wide variety of specialty metal products using 
sophisticated metallurgical technology and metalworking processes. The Company operates in three industry 
segments: (1) uranium services and recycling oflow-level contaminated steel; (2) fabrication of a large 
assortment of specialty metal products using foundry, extrusion, and machining capabilities; including the 
manufacture of high-purity, spherically shaped metal powders; and (3) manufacture of depleted uranium 
penetrators. 

The following tabulation sets forth certain information presented in Nuclear Metals' 1995 10-K 
regarding the revenue, operating profit and identifiable assets attributable to the three industry segments in 
which the company operates. The change in industry segments from prior years have been restated (in 
thousands of dollars): 

Sept. 30, Sept. 30, Sept. 30, 
1995 1994 1993 

Net sales and contract revenues: 
Uranium services & recycle ............... 4,969 4,752 
Specialty products ....................... 12,102 7,284 10,258 
Depleted uranium penetrators .............. 1,713 6,968 6,761 

Operating profit (loss): 
Uranium services & recycle ............... (996) (5,409) 
Specialty products ....................... (341) (162) (2,816) 
Depleted uranium penetrators .............. (237) (5,033) (7,330) 

Identifiable assets: 
Uranium services & recycle ............... 16,609 16,772 18,090 
Specialty products ....................... 5,140 5,646 7,297 
Depleted uranium penetrators .............. 12,158 9,862 11,697 

Nuclear Metals indicated the following in its submission2 regarding research and development 
expenditures and the relative cost of beryllium compared to finished products : 

* * * * * * * 

1 Nuclear Metals Inc, 1995 Form 10-K, pp. 1-3. 
2 Submission of Nuclear Metals dated Apr. 9, 1996, p. 2. 
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