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Dated: May 2, 2014.
Kimberly D. Bose,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 2014-10585 Filed 5-7—14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6717-01-P

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[Petitions IV-2012—-1 Through 5; FRL-9910—
57—-Region 4]

Clean Air Act Operating Permit
Program; Petitions for Objection to
State Operating Permit Renewals for
Georgia Power/Southern Company

AGENCY: Environmental Protection
Agency.

ACTION: Notice of final order on
petitions to object to a state operating
permit.

SUMMARY: The Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) Administrator signed an
Order, dated April 14, 2014, partially
granting and partially denying petitions
to object to Clean Air Act (CAA) title V
operating permit renewals issued by the
Georgia Environmental Protection
Division to Georgia Power Company for
the following steam-electric generation
stations: Hammond located near Coosa
in Floyd County, Georgia; Kraft located
near Port Wentworth in Chatham
County, Georgia; McIntosh located near
Rincon in Effingham County, Georgia;
Scherer located near Juliette in Monroe
County, Georgia; and Wansley located
near Carrollton in Heard County,
Georgia. This Order constitutes a final
action on the petitions submitted by
GreenLaw on behalf of Sierra Club and
other environmental groups (Petitioners)
and received by EPA on June 13 and 15,
September 5, October 23 and November
13, 2012, respectively.

ADDRESSES: Copies of the Order, the
petitions, and all pertinent information
relating thereto are on file at the
following location: EPA Region 4; Air,
Pesticides and Toxics Management
Division; 61 Forsyth Street SW., Atlanta,
Georgia 30303—-8960. The Order is also
available electronically at the following
address: http://www.epa.gov/region07/
air/title5/petitiondb/petitions/ga_
power_plants response2012.pdyf.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Art
Hofmeister, Air Permits Section, EPA
Region 4, at (404) 562-9115 or
hofmeister.art@epa.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The CAA
affords EPA a 45-day period to review
and, as appropriate, the authority to
object to operating permits proposed by
state permitting authorities under title V
of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. 7661-7661f.

Section 505(b)(2) of the CAA and 40
CFR 70.8(d) authorize any person to
petition the EPA Administrator to object
to a title V operating permit within 60
days after the expiration of EPA’s 45-
day review period if EPA has not
objected on its own initiative. Petitions
must be based only on objections to the
permit that were raised with reasonable
specificity during the public comment
period provided by the state, unless the
petitioner demonstrates that it was
impracticable to raise these issues
during the comment period or the
grounds for the issues arose after this
period. Pursuant to sections 307(b) and
505(b)(2) of the CAA, a petition for
judicial review of those parts of the
Order that deny issues in the petition
may be filed in the United States Court
of Appeals for the appropriate circuit
within 60 days from the date this notice
is published in the Federal Register.

Petitioners submitted petitions
regarding the aforementioned Georgia
Power facilities, requesting that EPA
object to the CAA title V operating
permit renewals (#4911-115-0003-V—
03-0, 4911-051-0006—-V—-03-0, 4911—
103-0003-V-03-0, 4911-207-0008-V—
03-0, and 4911-149-0001-V-03-0,
respectively). Petitioners alleged that
the permit renewals were not consistent
with the CAA because they: (1) Lack
sufficiently detailed information
regarding the facilities’ compliance
obligations related to hazardous air
pollutant emissions under the National
Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air
Pollutants for electric utility steam
generating units; (2) fail to assure
compliance with the sulfur dioxide
(SO,) emissions limit in Georgia’s rules
due to a permit provision authorizing
facilities not to operate their SO,
continuous emission monitoring
systems during startup, shutdown,
malfunction and other periods; (3) lack
sufficient monitoring requirements to
assure compliance with applicable
particulate matter limits; (4) contain
vague and unenforceable fugitive dust
control requirements; and (5) fail to
apply preconstruction requirements
under the CAA’s Prevention of
Significant Deterioration and
Nonattainment New Source Review
programs to recent and planned
upgrades to Scherer’s steam turbines.

On April 14, 2014, the Administrator
issued an Order partially granting and
partially denying the petitions. The
Order explains EPA’s rationale for
partially granting and partially denying
the petitions.

Dated: May 1, 2014.
A. Stanley Meiburg
Acting Regional Administrator, Region 4.
[FR Doc. 2014-10589 Filed 5-7-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Notice of Agreements Filed

The Commission hereby gives notice
of the filing of the following agreements
under the Shipping Act of 1984.
Interested parties may submit comments
on the agreements to the Secretary,
Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington, DC 20573, within twelve
days of the date this notice appears in
the Federal Register. Copies of the
agreements are available through the
Commission’s Web site (www.fmc.gov)
or by contacting the Office of
Agreements at (202) 523-5793 or
tradeanalysis@fmc.gov.

Agreement No.: 011961-015.

Title: The Maritime Credit Agreement.

Parties: Alianca Navegacao e Logistica
Ltda. & Cia.; A.P. Moller-Maersk A/S
trading under the name of Maersk Line;
China Shipping Container Lines Co.,
Ltd.; CMA CGM S.A.; Companhia Libra
de Navegacao; Compania Libra de
Navegacion Uruguay S.A.; Compania
Sud Americana de Vapores, S.A.;
COSCO Container Lines Company
Limited; Dole Ocean Cargo Express;
Hamburg-Siid; Hanjin Shipping Co.,
Ltd.; Independent Container Line Ltd.;
Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, Ltd.; Nippon
Yusen Kaisha; Norasia Container Lines
Limited; United Arab Shipping
Company (S.A.G.); Wallenius
Wilhelmsen Logistics AS; Zim
Integrated Shipping Services, Ltd.

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq.;
Cozen O’Connor; 1627 I Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006.

Synopsis: The amendment removes
Hyundai Merchant Marine Co., Ltd. as
a party to the Agreement.

Agreement No.: 012037—006.

Title: Maersk Line/CMA CGM
Transatlantic Slot Exchange Agreement.

Parties: A.P. Moeller-Maersk A/S
trading under the name of Maersk Line;
and CMA CGM S.A.

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq.;
Cozen O’Connor; 1627 I Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006—
4007.

Synopsis: The amendment converts
the agreement from a space charter
agreement to a slot exchange agreement
and makes changes necessary to reflect
the bi-lateral nature of the exchange.
The amendment also adds the U.S. Gulf
Coast to and deletes Panama from the
geographic scope of the agreement.


http://www.epa.gov/region07/air/title5/petitiondb/petitions/ga_power_plants_response2012.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/region07/air/title5/petitiondb/petitions/ga_power_plants_response2012.pdf
http://www.epa.gov/region07/air/title5/petitiondb/petitions/ga_power_plants_response2012.pdf
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Finally, the amendment adds an
expiration date to the agreement and
restates the agreement.

Agreement No.: 012193-001.

Title: Siem Car Carriers AS/Compania
Sud Americana de Vapores S.A. Space
Charter Agreement.

Parties: Siem Car Carriers AS and
Compania Sud Americana de Vapores
S.A.

Filing Party: Ashley W. Craig Esq.;
Venable LLP; 575 Seventh Street NW.,
Washington, DC 20004.

Synopsis: The agreement revises the
name of Siem Car Carriers Pacific AS to
Siem Car Carriers AS.

Agreement No.: 012269.

Title: APL/HMM Temporary Slot
Equipment Repositioning Agreement.

Parties: American Presidents Lines,
Ltd. and Hyundai Merchant Marine Co.
Ltd.

Filing Party: Eric. C. Jeffrey, Esq. and
Lindsey M. Nelson; Nixon Peabody LLP;
401 9th Street NW., Suite 900;
Washington, DC 20004.

Synopsis: The agreement authorizes
APL to charter space to HMM for the
repositioning of empty containers on an
““as needed/as available” basis in the
trade between Southern California and
Mexico.

Agreement No.: 012270.

Title: APL/HMM/MOL USEC/Latin
America Vessel Sharing Agreement.

Parties: American Presidents Lines,
Ltd.; Hyundai Merchant Marine Co.
Ltd.; and Mitsui O.S.K. Lines, Ltd.

Filing Party: Eric. C. Jeffrey, Esq. and
Lindsey M. Nelson; Nixon Peabody LLP;
401 9th Street NW., Suite 900;
Washington, DC 20004.

Synopsis: The agreement authorizes
APL, HMM, and MOL to operate a joint
string between the U.S. East Coast, on
the one hand, and Chile, Peru,
Colombia, and Panama, on the other
hand.

Agreement No.: 012271.

Title: MSC/CMA CGM North West
European Continent—US East Coast
Service Space Charter Agreement.

Parties: MSC Mediterranean Shipping
Company S.A. and CMA CGM S.A.

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq.;
Cozen O’Connor; 1627 I Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006.

Synopsis: The agreement would
authorize MSC to charter space to CMA
in the trade between the North
European Continent and the U.S. East
Coast. The parties have requested
expedited review.

Agreement No.: 012272.

Title: MSC/Zim Amazon Service
Vessel Sharing Agreement.

Parties: MSC Mediterranean Shipping
Company S.A. and Zim Integrated
Shipping Services, Ltd.

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq.;
Cozen O’Connor; 1627 I Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006.

Synopsis: The agreement would
authorize the parties to share vessels in
the trade between the U.S. East and Gulf
Coasts, on the one hand, and Mexico,
Panama, Jamaica, the Republic of
Trinidad and Tobago, and Brazil, on the
other hand.

Agreement No.: 012273.

Title: MSC/CMA CGM USEC-WCSA
Space Charter Agreement.

Parties: MSC Mediterranean Shipping
Company S.A. and CMA CGM S.A.

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq.;
Cozen O’Connor; 1627 I Street NW.,
Suite 1100; Washington, DC 20006.

Synopsis: The agreement authorizes
MSC to charter space to CMA in the
trade between the U.S. East Coast, on
the one hand, and Panama, Colombia
(Pacific Coast only), Ecuador, Peru, and
Chile.

Dated: May 2, 2014.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Karen V. Gregory,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2014-10493 Filed 5-7—-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Docket No. 14-04]

EDAF Antillas, Inc. v. Crowley
Caribbean Logistics, LLC, IFS
International Forwarding, S.L., and IFS
Neutral Maritime Services; Notice of
Filing of Complaint and Assignment

Notice is given that a complaint has
been filed with the Federal Maritime
Commission (Commission) by Edaf
Antillas, Inc., hereinafter
“Complainant,” against Crowley
Caribbean Logistics, LLC (“CCL”), IFS
International Forwarding, S.L. (“IFS”)
and IFS Neutral Maritime Services
(“Neutral”), hereinafter “Respondents.”
Complainant states that it is a shipper
engaged in the distribution and
marketing of Spanish language books.
Complainant alleges that: Respondent
CCL is an ocean common carrier;
Respondents IFS and Neutral are
Limited Liability Corporations
organized under the laws of the
Kingdom of Spain and non-vessel-
operating common carriers and freight
forwarders under the Shipping Act of
1984 (“the Act”).

Complainant alleges that Respondents
violated section 10(d)(1) of the Act, 46
U.S.C. 41102(c) “by failing to have
reasonable regulations or practices in
place that, if followed, would have

prevented the loading of a non-
compliant wood pallet or crate into a
container bound for the United States”;
“when they failed to establish, observe,
and enforce just and reasonable
regulations and practices to ensure that
the container rejected for entry in to the
United States, was cured for reentry in
a timely and efficient manner”’; and “by
not having reasonable regulations or
practices regarding how expenses
incurred in the re-exportation and re-
importation of non-compliant cargos
would be resolved between these
regulated parties.” Further Complainant
alleges that Respondents violated
section 10(b)(8) of the Act “when they
required and demanded payment for
expenses that would be incurred in
curing the defective cargo from one or
more of the Respondents and/or the
shipper or consignee of the offending
cargo.” Further Complainant alleges that
Respondent CCL “resorted to unfair or
unjustly discriminatory methods” in
violation of section 10(b)(3) of the Act,
46 U.S.C. 41104(3). Finally,
Complainant alleges that Respondent
CCL violated section 10(d)(1) of the Act
in its failure to notify Complainant’s
Customs Broker of the required filing.

Complainant requests that the
Commission issue the following relief:
“that the Commission direct the
Respondents to pay reparations in the
amount of $158,000.00 for actual injury
suffered by the Complainant and any
additional amounts the Commission
determines should proceed for
Respondents’ violation of 46 U.S.C.
41104(3), including reasonable
attorney’s fees and costs.”

The full text of the complaint can be
found in the Commission’s Electronic
Reading Room at www.fmc.gov/14-04.

This proceeding has been assigned to
the Office of Administrative Law Judges.
The initial decision of the presiding
officer in this proceeding shall be issued
by May 4, 2015 and the final decision
of the Commission shall be issued by
November 2, 2015.

Karen V. Gregory,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 2014-10527 Filed 5-7-14; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6730-01-P

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Formations of, Acquisitions by, and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied to the Board for approval,
pursuant to the Bank Holding Company
Act of 1956 (12 U.S.C. 1841 et seq.)
(BHC Act), Regulation Y (12 CFR part


http://www.fmc.gov/14-04
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