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V. What is the Agency’s Authority for
Taking this Action?

Section 6(f)(1) of FIFRA provides that
a registrant of a pesticide product may
at any time request that any of its
pesticide registrations be canceled or
amended to terminate one or more uses.
FIFRA further provides that, before
acting on the request, EPA must publish
a notice of receipt of any such request
in the Federal Register. Thereafter,
following the public comment period,
the Administrator may approve such a
request.

VI. Provisions for Disposition of
Existing Stocks

Existing stocks are those stocks of
registered pesticide products which are
currently in the United States and
which were packaged, labeled, and
released for shipment prior to the
effective date of the cancellation action.
The cancellation order issued in this
notice includes the following existing
stocks provisions.

1. The registrant may continue to sell
and distribute existing stocks of Fyfanon
Technical, EPA Reg. No. 4787-5, and
Malathion Technical, EPA Reg. No.
4787-43, with previously approved
labeling that includes uses terminated
by this cancellation order, until June 3,
2009.

2. Persons other than the registrant
may continue to sell and/or distribute
existing stocks of Fyfanon Technical,
EPA Reg. No. 4787-5, and Malathion
Technical, EPA Reg. No. 4787—-43, with
previously approved labeling that
includes the terminated uses until such
stocks are exhausted.

3. Persons other than the registrant
may continue to use existing stocks of
Fyfanon Technical, EPA Reg. No. 4787—
5, and Malathion Technical, EPA Reg.
No. 4787—-43, with previously approved
labeling that includes the terminated
uses, provided that they are not used to
formulate products labeled for any use
described in Unit II. of this cancellation
order, until such stocks are exhausted.

List of Subjects

Environmental protection, Pesticides
and pests.

Dated: November 25, 2008.
Steven Bradbury,
Director, Special Review and Reregistration
Division, Office of Pesticide Programs.
[FR Doc. E8-28664 Filed 12—-2—08; 8:45 am)]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-S

EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF THE
UNITED STATES

Sunshine Act Meeting

ACTION: Notice of a Partially Open
Meeting of the Board of Directors of the
Export-Import Bank of the United
States.

TIME AND PLACE: Friday, December 5,
2008 at 9:30 a.m. The meeting will be
held at Ex-Im Bank in Room 1143, 811
Vermont Avenue, NW., Washington, DC
20571.

OPEN AGENDA ITEMS: Item No. 1: Ex-Im
Bank Advisory Committee for 2009.
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: The meeting will
be open to public participation for Item
No. 1 only.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
further information, contact: Office of
the Secretary, 811 Vermont Avenue,
NW., Washington, DC 20571 (Tele. No.
202-565-3957).

Kamil Cook,

Deputy General Counsel.

[FR Doc. E8—28623 Filed 12—2—08; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6690-01-M

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
[Docket No. 08—06]

Western Holding Group, Inc., Marine
Express, Inc. and Corporacion Ferries
del Caribe, Inc. v. Mayagliez Port
Commission and Holland Group Port
Investment (Mayagiiez), Inc.; Notice of
Filing of Complaint and Assignment

Notice is given that a complaint has
been filed with the Federal Maritime
Commission (“Commission”) by
Western Holding Group, Inc. (“Western
Holding”’), Marine Express, Inc.
(“Marine Express”) and Corporacién
Ferries del Caribe, Inc. (“Ferries del
Caribe”), hereinafter “Complainants”.
Complainants assert that they are for-
profit corporations organized and
existing pursuant to the laws of the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico.
Complainants allege that Respondent
Mayagiiez Port Commission (‘“Port
Commission”) is a public corporation
and that Respondent Holland Group
Port Investment (Mayagtiiez), Inc.
(“Holland Group”) is a for-profit
corporation. Complainants further allege
that both Respondent corporations are
organized and existing pursuant to the
laws of the Commonwealth of Puerto
Rico.

Complainants assert that Complainant
Western Holding owns and charters the
vessel M/V CARIBBEAN EXPRESS.

Complainants aver that Marine Express
and Ferries del Caribe transport
passengers, goods and vehicles between
the Dominican Republic and Puerto
Rico on said vessel. Complainants
Ferries del Caribe and Marine Express
maintain that they are common carriers
within the meaning of the Shipping Act
of 1984, as amended (‘““The Shipping
Act”). See 46 U.S.C. 40102(6).

Complainants assert that Respondent
Mayagiiez Port Commission is
responsible for all port business within
the Port of Mayagiiez, and that
Respondent Holland Group administers
and operates the Mayagiiez port
facilities. Complainants contend that
Respondents Mayagiiez Port
Commission and Holland Group are
marine terminal operators within the
meaning of The Shipping Act. See 46
U.S.C. 40102(14).

Complainants allege that ownership
of the Port of Mayagiiez was transferred
to Respondent Port Commission in July
2004, with a requirement to honor the
terms of Complainant Marine Express’
existing lease, and that this requirement
was not honored. Complainants contend
that Respondents’ actions, including
aforesaid action, constitute violations of
The Shipping Act including unjust,
unreasonable and unlawful practices in
violation of Section 41102(c), and
unreasonable refusals to negotiate,
unreasonable discrimination and undue
or unreasonable prejudice and
disadvantages in violation of Sections
41106(1)—(3). 46 U.S.C. 41102(c),
41106(1)—(3).

Complainants request that the
Commission order Respondents to: (1)
Cease and desist from the violations of
The Shipping Act described in this
Complaint; (2) establish and put in force
such practices as the Commission
determines lawful and reasonable; (3)
pay to the Complainants reparations of
$25,000,000.00 including attorney’s
fees, interests and costs; and (4) take any
other action or provide any other relief
as the Commission determines to be
warranted under the circumstances.

This proceeding has been assigned to
the Office of Administrative Law Judges.
Hearing in this matter, if any is held,
shall commence within the time
limitations prescribed in 46 CFR 502.61,
and only after consideration has been
given by the parties and the presiding
officer to the use of alternative forms of
dispute resolution. The hearing shall
include oral testimony and cross-
examination in the discretion of the
presiding officer only upon proper
showing that there are genuine issues of
material fact that cannot be resolved on
the basis of sworn statements, affidavits,
depositions, or other documents or that
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