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establishment of a foreign-trade zone 
under the ASF with a service area that 
includes Wards 3, 4, 5 and 6 of Cameron 
Parish, Louisiana, adjacent to the Lake 
Charles Customs and Border Protection 
port of entry, and proposed Site 1 would 
be categorized as a usage-driven site; 

WHEREAS, notice inviting public 
comment has been given in the Federal 
Register (79 FR 14666, 03/17/2014) and 
the application has been processed 
pursuant to the FTZ Act and the Board’s 
regulations; and, 

WHEREAS, the Board adopts the 
findings and recommendations of the 
examiner’s report, and finds that the 
requirements of the FTZ Act and the 
Board’s regulations are satisfied; 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Board hereby 
grants to the Grantee the privilege of 
establishing a foreign-trade zone, 
designated on the records of the Board 
as Foreign-Trade Zone No. 291, as 
described in the application, and subject 
to the FTZ Act and the Board’s 
regulations, including Section 400.13, to 
the Board’s standard 2,000-acre 
activation limit, and to a three-year ASF 
sunset provision for usage-driven sites 
that would terminate authority for Site 
1 if no foreign-status merchandise is 
admitted for a bona fide customs 
purpose within three years from the 
month of approval. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 5th day of 
January 2015. 
Penny Pritzker, 
Secretary of Commerce, Chairman and 
Executive Officer, Foreign-Trade Zones 
Board. 
ATTEST: 
Andrew McGilvray, 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 2015–01236 Filed 1–22–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Foreign-Trade Zones Board 

[Order No. 1961] 

Reorganization of Foreign-Trade Zone 
238 Under Alternative Site Framework, 
Dublin, Virginia 

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a–81u), the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the 
following Order: 

Whereas, the Board adopted the 
alternative site framework (ASF) (15 
CFR Sec. 400.2(c)) as an option for the 
establishment or reorganization of 
zones; 

Whereas, the New River Valley 
Economic Development Alliance, Inc., 

grantee of Foreign-Trade Zone 238, 
submitted an application to the Board 
(FTZ Docket B–19–2014, docketed 02– 
26–2014) for authority to reorganize 
under the ASF with a service area 
including the Counties of Alleghany, 
Amherst, Bedford, Bland, Botetourt, 
Campbell, Carroll, Craig, Floyd, 
Franklin, Giles, Grayson, Henry, 
Montgomery, Patrick, Pittsylvania, 
Pulaski, Roanoke, Rockbridge, Smyth, 
Tazewell and Wythe, and the Cities of 
Bedford, Buena Vista, Covington, 
Danville, Galax, Lynchburg, 
Martinsville, Radford, Roanoke and 
Salem, Virginia, within and adjacent to 
the New River Valley Airport Customs 
and Border Protection port of entry, and 
FTZ 238’s existing Sites 1 and 2 would 
be categorized as magnet sites; 

Whereas, notice inviting public 
comment was given in the Federal 
Register (79 FR 12149–12150, 03–04– 
2014) and the application has been 
processed pursuant to the FTZ Act and 
the Board’s regulations; and, 

Whereas, the Board adopts the 
findings and recommendation of the 
examiner’s report, and finds that the 
requirements of the FTZ Act and the 
Board’s regulations are satisfied; 

Now, therefore, the Board hereby 
orders: 

The application to reorganize FTZ 238 
under the ASF is approved, subject to 
the FTZ Act and the Board’s regulations, 
including Section 400.13, to the Board’s 
standard 2,000-acre activation limit for 
the zone, and to an ASF sunset 
provision for magnet sites that would 
terminate authority for Site 2 if not 
activated within five years from the 
month of approval. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 9th day of 
January 2015. 
Paul Piquado, 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate 
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 
ATTEST: 
Andrew McGilvray, 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 2015–01231 Filed 1–22–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Foreign-Trade Zones Board 

[Order No. 1963] 

Reorganization of Foreign-Trade Zone 
93 (Expansion of Service Area) Under 
Alternative Site Framework, Raleigh- 
Durham, North Carolina 

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as 

amended (19 U.S.C. 81a–81u), the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the 
following Order: 

Whereas, the Board adopted the 
alternative site framework (ASF) (15 
CFR 400.2(c)) as an option for the 
establishment or reorganization of 
zones; 

Whereas, the Triangle J Council of 
Governments, grantee of Foreign-Trade 
Zone 93, submitted an application to the 
Board (FTZ Docket B–66–2014, 
docketed 09–23–2014) for authority to 
expand the service area of the zone to 
include Sampson County, as described 
in the application, adjacent to the 
Raleigh-Durham Customs and Border 
Protection port of entry; 

Whereas, notice inviting public 
comment was given in the Federal 
Register (79 FR 58318, 09–29–2014) and 
the application has been processed 
pursuant to the FTZ Act and the Board’s 
regulations; and, 

Whereas, the Board adopts the 
findings and recommendations of the 
examiner’s report, and finds that the 
requirements of the FTZ Act and the 
Board’s regulations are satisfied; 

Now, therefore, the Board hereby 
orders: 

The application to reorganize FTZ 93 
to expand the service area under the 
ASF is approved, subject to the FTZ Act 
and the Board’s regulations, including 
Section 400.13, and to the Board’s 
standard 2,000-acre activation limit for 
the zone. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 9th day of 
January 2015. 
Paul Piquado, 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate 
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 
ATTEST: 
Andrew McGilvray, 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 2015–01229 Filed 1–22–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Foreign-Trade Zones Board 

[Order No. 1962] 

Reorganization of Foreign-Trade Zone 
40 (Expansion of Service Area) Under 
Alternative Site Framework, Cleveland, 
Ohio 

Pursuant to its authority under the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Act of June 18, 1934, as 
amended (19 U.S.C. 81a–81u), the Foreign- 
Trade Zones Board (the Board) adopts the 
following Order: 

Whereas, the Board adopted the 
alternative site framework (ASF) (15 
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1 The Regulations, currently codified at 15 CFR 
parts 730–774 (2014), originally issued pursuant to 
the Export Administration Act of 1979, as amended 
(50 U.S.C. app. §§ 2401–2420 (2000)). Since August 
21, 2001, the Act has been in lapse and the 
President, through Executive Order 13222 of August 
17, 2001 (3 CFR, 2001 Comp. 783 (2002)), which 
has been extended by successive Presidential 
Notices, the most recent being that of August 7, 
2014 (79 FR 46,959 (Aug. 11, 2014)), has continued 
the Regulations in effect under the International 
Emergency Economic Powers Act (50 U.S.C. 1701, 
et seq. (2006 & Supp. IV 2010)). 

2 See note 5, infra. 

3 The July 22, 2014 Order was published in the 
Federal Register on July 29, 2014. 79 FR 44002 (Jul. 
29, 2014). The TDO previously had been renewed 
on September 17, 2008, March 16, 2009, September 
11, 2009, March 9, 2010, September 3, 2010, 
February 25, 2011, August 24, 2011, February 15, 
2012, August 9, 2012, February 4, 2013, July 31, 
2013, and January 24, 2014. The August 24, 2011 
renewal followed the modification of the TDO on 
July 1, 2011, which added Zarand Aviation as a 
respondent. Each renewal or modification order 
was published in the Federal Register. 

4 As of July 22, 2014, Zarand Aviation was no 
longer subject to the TDO. 

5 The December 24, 2014 renewal request does 
not include Gatewick LLC. On August 13, 2014, BIS 
and Gatewick LLC resolved administrative charges 
against Gatewick, including a charge for acting 
contrary to the terms of a BIS denial order (15 CFR 
764.2(k)). In addition to the payment of a civil 
penalty, the settlement includes a seven-year denial 
order. The first two years of the denial period are 
active, with the remaining five years suspended on 
condition that Gatewick LLC pays the civil penalty 
in full and timely fashion and commits no further 
violation of the Regulations during the seven-year 
denial period. The Gatewick LLC Final Order was 
published in the Federal Register on August 20, 
2014. See 79 FR 49283 (Aug. 20, 2014). 

CFR 400.2(c)) as an option for the 
establishment or reorganization of 
zones; 

Whereas, the Cleveland Cuyahoga 
County Port Authority, grantee of 
Foreign-Trade Zone 40, submitted an 
application to the Board (FTZ Docket B– 
70–2014, docketed 10/1/2014) for 
authority to expand the service area of 
the zone to include Lake County, Ohio, 
as described in the application, adjacent 
to the Cleveland, Ohio Customs and 
Border Protection port of entry; 

Whereas, notice inviting public 
comment was given in the Federal 
Register (79 FR 61050, 10/9/2014) and 
the application has been processed 
pursuant to the FTZ Act and the Board’s 
regulations; and, 

Whereas, the Board adopts the 
findings and recommendations of the 
examiner’s report, and finds that the 
requirements of the FTZ Act and the 
Board’s regulations are satisfied; 

Now, therefore, the Board hereby 
orders: 

The application to reorganize FTZ 40 
to expand the service area under the 
ASF is approved, subject to the FTZ Act 
and the Board’s regulations, including 
Section 400.13, and to the Board’s 
standard 2,000-acre activation limit for 
the zone. 

Signed at Washington, DC, this 9th day of 
January 2015. 
Paul Piquado, 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Enforcement and Compliance, Alternate 
Chairman, Foreign-Trade Zones Board. 
ATTEST: 

Andrew McGilvray, 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 2015–01230 Filed 1–22–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Bureau of Industry and Security 

Order Renewing Order Temporarily 
Denying Export Privileges 

Mahan Airways, Mahan Tower, No. 21, 
Azadegan St., M.A. Jenah Exp. Way, 
Tehran, Iran; 

Pejman Mahmood Kosarayanifard a/k/a 
Kosarian Fard, P.O. Box 52404, Dubai, 
United Arab Emirates; 

Mahmoud Amini, G#22 Dubai Airport Free 
Zone, P.O. Box 393754, Dubai, United Arab 
Emirates; and P.O. Box 52404, Dubai, 
United Arab Emirates; and Mohamed 
Abdulla Alqaz Building, Al Maktoum 
Street, Al Rigga, Dubai, United Arab 
Emirates; 

Kerman Aviation a/k/a GIE Kerman Aviation, 
42 Avenue Montaigne 75008, Paris, France; 

Sirjanco Trading LLC, P.O. Box 8709, Dubai, 
United Arab Emirates; 

Ali Eslamian, 4th Floor, 33 Cavendish 
Square, London, W1G0PW, United 
Kingdom; and 2 Bentinck Close, Prince 
Albert Road St. Johns Wood, London 
NW87RY, United Kingdom; 

Mahan Air General Trading LLC, 19th Floor 
Al Moosa Tower One, Sheik Zayed Road, 
Dubai 40594, United Arab Emirates; 

Skyco (UK) Ltd., 4th Floor, 33 Cavendish 
Square, London, W1G 0PV, United 
Kingdom; 

Equipco (UK) Ltd., 2 Bentinck Close, Prince 
Albert Road, London, NW8 7RY, United 
Kingdom; 

Mehdi Bahrami, Mahan Airways—Istanbul 
Office, Cumhuriye Cad. Sibil Apt No: 101 
D:6, 34374 Emadad, Sisli Istanbul, Turkey. 

Pursuant to Section 766.24 of the 
Export Administration Regulations, 15 
CFR parts 730–774 (2014) (‘‘EAR’’ or the 
‘‘Regulations’’),1 I hereby grant the 
request of the Office of Export 
Enforcement (‘‘OEE’’) to renew the July 
22, 2014 Order Temporarily Denying the 
Export Privileges of Mahan Airways, 
Pejman Mahmood Kosarayanifard, 
Mahmoud Amini, Kerman Aviation, 
Sirjanco Trading LLC, Ali Eslamian, 
Mahan Air General Trading LLC, Skyco 
(UK) Ltd., Equipco (UK) Ltd., and 
Mehdi Bahrami.2 I find that renewal of 
the Temporary Denial Order (‘‘TDO’’) is 
necessary in the public interest to 
prevent an imminent violation of the 
EAR. 

I. Procedural History 
On March 17, 2008, Darryl W. 

Jackson, the then-Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Export Enforcement 
(‘‘Assistant Secretary’’), signed a TDO 
denying Mahan Airways’ export 
privileges for a period of 180 days on 
the grounds that its issuance was 
necessary in the public interest to 
prevent an imminent violation of the 
Regulations. The TDO also named as 
denied persons Blue Airways, of 
Yerevan, Armenia (‘‘Blue Airways of 
Armenia’’), as well as the ‘‘Balli Group 
Respondents,’’ namely, Balli Group 
PLC, Balli Aviation, Balli Holdings, 
Vahid Alaghband, Hassan Alaghband, 
Blue Sky One Ltd., Blue Sky Two Ltd., 
Blue Sky Three Ltd., Blue Sky Four Ltd., 
Blue Sky Five Ltd., and Blue Sky Six 
Ltd., all of the United Kingdom. The 
TDO was issued ex parte pursuant to 

Section 766.24(a), and went into effect 
on March 21, 2008, the date it was 
published in the Federal Register. 

The TDO subsequently has been 
renewed in accordance with Section 
766.24(d), including most recently on 
July 22, 2014.3 As of March 9, 2010, the 
Balli Group Respondents and Blue 
Airways were no longer subject to the 
TDO. As part of the February 25, 2011 
TDO renewal, Gatewick LLC (a/k/a 
Gatewick Freight and Cargo Services, a/ 
k/a Gatewick Aviation Services), 
Mahmoud Amini, and Pejman 
Mahmood Kosarayanifard (‘‘Kosarian 
Fard’’) were added as related persons in 
accordance with Section 766.23 of the 
Regulations. On July 1, 2011, the TDO 
was modified by adding Zarand 
Aviation as a respondent in order to 
prevent an imminent violation.4 As part 
of the August 24, 2011 renewal, Kerman 
Aviation, Sirjanco Trading LLC, and Ali 
Eslamian were added to the TDO as 
related persons. Mahan Air General 
Trading LLC, Skyco (UK) Ltd., and 
Equipco (UK) Ltd. were added as related 
persons on April 9, 2012. Mehdi 
Bahrami was added to the TDO as a 
related person as part of the February 4, 
2013 renewal order. 

On December 24, 2014, BIS, through 
its Office of Export Enforcement 
(‘‘OEE’’), submitted a written request for 
renewal of the TDO.5 The written 
request was made more than 20 days 
before the scheduled expiration of the 
current TDO dated July 22, 2014. Notice 
of the renewal request also was 
provided to Mahan Airways in 
accordance with Sections 766.5 and 
766.24(d) of the Regulations. No 
opposition to the renewal of the TDO 
has been received from Mahan. 
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