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common control) if such party directly 
or indirectly owns, operates or controls 
a daily newspaper and the grant of such 
license will result in: (i) The predicted 
or measured 2 mV/m contour of an AM 
station, computed in accordance with 
Sec. 73.183 or Sec. 73.186, 
encompassing the entire community in 
which such newspaper is published; or 
(ii) The predicted 1 mV/m contour for 
an FM station, computed in accordance 
with Sec. 73.313, encompassing the 
entire community in which such 
newspaper is published; or (iii) The 
Grade A contour of a TV station, 
computed in accordance with Sec. 
73.684, encompassing the entire 
community in which such newspaper is 
published. 

(2) Paragraph (1) shall not apply in 
cases where the Commission makes a 
finding pursuant to Section 310(d) of 
the Communications Act that the public 
interest, convenience, and necessity 
would be served by permitting an entity 
that owns, operates or controls a daily 
newspaper to own, operate or control an 
AM, FM, or TV broadcast station whose 
relevant contour encompasses the entire 
community in which such newspaper is 
published as set forth in paragraph (1). 

(3) In making a finding under 
paragraph (2), there shall be a 
presumption that it is not inconsistent 
with the public interest, convenience, 
and necessity for an entity to own, 
operate or control a daily newspaper in 
a top 20 Nielsen DMA and one 
commercial AM, FM or TV broadcast 
station whose relevant contour 
encompasses the entire community in 
which such newspaper is published as 
set forth in paragraph (1), provided that, 
with respect to a combination including 
a commercial TV station, (i) The station 
is not ranked among the top four TV 
stations in the DMA, based on the most 
recent all-day (9 a.m.-midnight) 
audience share, as measured by Nielsen 
Media Research or by any comparable 
professional, accepted audience ratings 
service; and (ii) At least 8 
independently owned and operating 
major media voices would remain in the 
DMA in which the community of 
license of the TV station in question is 
located (for purposes of this provision 
major media voices include full-power 
TV broadcast stations and major 
newspapers). 

(4) In making a finding under 
paragraph (2), there shall be a 
presumption that it is inconsistent with 
the public interest, convenience, and 
necessity for an entity to own, operate 
or control a daily newspaper and an 
AM, FM or TV broadcast station whose 
relevant contour encompasses the entire 
community in which such newspaper is 

published as set forth in paragraph (1) 
in a DMA other than the top 20 Nielsen 
DMAs or in any circumstance not 
covered under paragraph (3). 

(5) In making a finding under 
paragraph (2), the Commission shall 
consider: (i) Whether the combined 
entity will significantly increase the 
amount of local news in the market; (ii) 
whether the newspaper and the 
broadcast outlets each will continue to 
employ its own staff and each will 
exercise its own independent news 
judgment; (iii) the level of concentration 
in the Nielsen Designated Market Area 
(DMA); and (iv) the financial condition 
of the newspaper or broadcast station, 
and if the newspaper or broadcast 
station is in financial distress, the 
proposed owner’s commitment to invest 
significantly in newsroom operations. 

(6) In order to overcome the negative 
presumption set forth in paragraph (4) 
with respect to the combination of a 
major newspaper and a television 
station, the applicant must show by 
clear and convincing evidence that the 
co-owned major newspaper and station 
will increase the diversity of 
independent news outlets and increase 
competition among independent news 
sources in the market, and the factors 
set forth above in paragraph (5) will 
inform this decision. 

(7) The negative presumption set forth 
in paragraph (4) shall be reversed under 
the following two circumstances: (i) The 
newspaper or broadcast station is failed 
or failing; or (ii) the combination is with 
a broadcast station that was not offering 
local newscasts prior to the 
combination, and the station will 
initiate at least seven hours per week of 
local news programming after the 
combination. FCC Form 303–S is used 
in applying for renewal of license for a 
commercial or noncommercial AM, FM 
or TV broadcast station and FM 
translator, TV translator or Low Power 
TV (LTV), and Low Power FM broadcast 
stations. It can also be used in seeking 
the joint renewal of licenses for an FM 
or TV translator station and its co- 
owned primary FM, TV, or LPTV 
station. 

This collection also includes the third 
party disclosure requirement of 47 CFR 
Section 73.3580. This section requires 
local public notice of the filing of the 
renewal application. For AM, FM, and 
TV stations, these announcements are 
made on-the-air. For FM/TV Translators 
and AM/FM/TV stations that are silent, 
the local public notice is accomplished 
through publication in a newspaper of 
general circulation in the community or 
area being served. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
William F. Caton, 
Deputy Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E8–15584 Filed 7–8–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Notice of Public Information 
Collection(s) Being Submitted for 
Review to the Office of Management 
and Budget, Comments Requested 

July 2, 2008. 
SUMMARY: As part of its continuing effort 
to reduce paperwork burden and as 
required by the Paperwork Reduction 
Act (PRA) of 1995 (44 U.S.C. 3501– 
3520), the Federal Communications 
Commission invites the general public 
and other Federal agencies to comment 
on the following information 
collection(s). Comments are requested 
concerning (a) Whether the proposed 
collection of information is necessary 
for the proper performance of the 
functions of the Commission, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
Commission’s burden estimate; (c) ways 
to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information collected; and 
(d) ways to minimize the burden of the 
collection of information on the 
respondents, including the use of 
automated collection techniques or 
other forms of information technology. 
An agency may not conduct or sponsor 
a collection of information unless it 
displays a currently valid OMB control 
number. No person shall be subject to 
any penalty for failing to comply with 
a collection of information subject to the 
Paperwork Reduction Act that does not 
display a valid OMB control number. 
DATES: Written PRA comments should 
be submitted on or before August 8, 
2008. If you anticipate that you will be 
submitting PRA comments, but find it 
difficult to do so within the period of 
time allowed by this notice, you should 
advise the FCC contact listed below as 
soon as possible. 
ADDRESSES: Submit your comments to 
Nicholas A. Fraser, Office of 
Management and Budget (e-mail 
address: nfraser@omb.eop.gov), and to 
the Federal Communications 
Commission’s PRA mailbox (e-mail 
address: PRA@fcc.gov). Include in the e- 
mails the OMB control number of the 
collection as shown in the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section 
below or, if there is no OMB control 
number, the Title as shown in the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section. If 
you are unable to submit your 
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comments by e-mail contact the person 
listed below to make alternate 
arrangements. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For 
additional information contact Jerry 
Cowden via e-mail at PRA@fcc.gov or at 
202–418–0447. To view or obtain a copy 
of an information collection request 
(ICR) submitted to OMB: (1) Go to this 
OMB/GSA Web page: http:// 
www.reginfo.gov/public/do/PRAMain, 
(2) look for the section of the Web page 
called ‘‘Currently Under Review,’’ (3) 
click on the downward-pointing arrow 
in the ‘‘Select Agency’’ box below the 
‘‘Currently Under Review’’ heading, (4) 
select ‘‘Federal Communications 
Commission’’ from the list of agencies 
presented in the ‘‘Select Agency’’ box, 
(5) click the ‘‘Submit’’ button to the 
right of the ‘‘Select Agency’’ box, and (6) 
when the list of FCC ICRs currently 
under review appears, look for the OMB 
control number of the ICR you want to 
view (or its title if there is no OMB 
control number) and then click on the 
ICR Reference Number. A copy of the 
FCC submission to OMB will be 
displayed. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
OMB Control Number: None. 
Title: Information Collection 

Regarding Redundancy, Resiliency and 
Reliability of 911 and E911 Networks 
and/or Systems as set forth in the 
Commission’s Rules (47 CFR 12.3). 

Form No.: Not applicable. 
Type of Review: New collection. 
Respondents: Business or other for- 

profit. 
Number of Respondents and 

Responses: 74 respondents; 74 
responses. 

Estimated Time per Response: 105.3 
hours (120 hours for local exchange 
carriers, 72 hours for commercial mobile 
radio service providers, and 40 hours for 
interconnected Voice over Internet 
Protocol service providers). 

Frequency of Response: One-time 
reporting. 

Obligation to Respond: Mandatory (47 
CFR 12.3). 

Total Annual Burden: 7,792 hours. 
Total Annual Cost: None. 
Privacy Act Impact Assessment: This 

information collection does not affect 
individuals or households, and 
therefore a privacy impact assessment is 
not required. 

Nature and Extent of Confidentiality: 
These reports will contain sensitive data 
and, for reasons of national security and 
the prevention of competitive injury to 
reporting entities, Section 12.3 of the 
Commission’s rules specifically states 
that all reports will be afforded 
confidential treatment. These reports 

will be shared pursuant to a protective 
order with only the following three 
entities, if the entities file a request for 
the information: The National 
Emergency Number Association, The 
Association of Public Safety 
Communications Officials, and The 
National Association of State 9–1–1 
Administrators. All other access to these 
reports must be sought pursuant to 
procedures set forth in 47 CFR 0.461. 
Notice of any requests for inspection of 
these reports will be provided to the 
filers of the reports pursuant to 47 CFR 
0.461(d)(3). 

Needs and Uses: The Commission, in 
order to help fulfill its statutory 
obligation to make wire and radio 
communications services available to all 
people in the United States for the 
purpose of the national defense and 
promoting safety of life and property, 
released an Order (FCC 07–107) that 
adopted a rule requiring analysis of 911 
and E911 networks and/or systems and 
reports to the Commission on the 
redundancy, resiliency and reliability of 
those networks and/or systems (47 CFR 
12.3). It is critical that Americans have 
access to a resilient and reliable 911 
system irrespective of the technology 
used to provide the service. These 
analyses and reports on the redundancy, 
resiliency, and dependability of 911 and 
E911 networks and systems will further 
this goal. This requirement will serve 
the public interest and further the 
Commission’s statutory mandate to 
promote the safety of life and property 
through the use of wire and radio 
communication. See 47 U.S.C. 151. 

This rule obligates local exchange 
carriers (LECs), commercial mobile 
radio service (CMRS) providers that are 
required to comply with the wireless 
911 rules set forth in Section 20.18 of 
the Commission’s rules, and 
interconnected Voice over Internet 
Protocol (VoIP) service providers to 
analyze their 911 and E911 networks 
and/or systems and file a detailed report 
to the Commission on the redundancy, 
resiliency and reliability of those 
networks and/or systems. LECs that 
meet the definition of a Class B 
company set forth in Section 32.11(b)(2) 
of the Commission’s rules, non- 
nationwide commercial mobile radio 
service providers with no more than 
500,000 subscribers at the end of 2001, 
and interconnected VoIP service 
providers with annual revenues below 
the revenue threshold established 
pursuant to Section 32.11 of the 
Commission’s rules are exempt from 
this rule. The reports are due 120 days 
from the date that the Commission or its 
staff announces activation of the 911/ 

E911 network and system reporting 
process. 

Description of Information Collection: 
The Commission delegated authority to 
the Public Safety and Homeland 
Security Bureau (Bureau) to implement 
and activate a process through which 
these reports will be submitted. The 
Bureau will collect these reports 
through a Web interface that will input 
the reports into an electronic database 
partitioned for each entity type subject 
to Section 12.3 of the Commission’s 
rules (i.e., LECs, CMRS providers 
required to comply with section 20.18 of 
the Commission’s rules, and 
interconnected VoIP service providers). 
Respondents that are subject to state 
regulations requiring the reporting of 
similar information may meet the 
requirements of section 12.3 by 
submitting the state report, provided 
that the state report includes the 
relevant information required by this 
section 12.3 information collection. The 
system will also allow users to provide 
additional information about the 
redundancy, resiliency and 
dependability of their 911 and E911 
networks and systems. This data 
collection system will carefully restrict 
access to the data. Users will be able to 
input and see data for their company, 
but will not be able to see or input data 
for another company. The system will 
also allow users to input other 
information they may wish to provide 
about the redundancy, resiliency and 
dependability of their 911 and E911 
networks and systems. 

The Commission also delegated 
authority to the Bureau to establish the 
specific data that will be required. The 
following is the information that the 
Bureau will require from LECs, CMRS 
providers and interconnected VoIP 
service providers pursuant to Section 
12.3. 

LECs (including incumbent LECs and 
competitive LECs). Each LEC will be 
asked to provide the FCC Registration 
Number(s) of the responding carrier and 
the OCN (LERG assigned service 
provider number) the responding 
carrier. For each state in which LECs 
provide service, they will be asked to 
provide the following information on a 
state-by-state basis. 

LECs will be required to provide 
information about switches to Selective 
Routers, specifically, information about 
those switches that they own or operate. 
LECs must report the percent of 
switches that they own or operate in the 
network from which 911 calls originate. 
With respect to those switches, LECs 
must identify the percent of switches 
with logically diverse paths to their 
primary Selective Routers. Logical 
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diversity is achieved when redundant 
circuits are assigned between the source 
node and the destination node. For 
switches for which they have not 
provided or made arrangements for a 
logically diverse path, LECs must 
discuss the circumstances, including 
why logically diverse paths are not 
provisioned, and any plans to provide 
logically diverse paths in the future. 
With respect to those switches that a 
LEC owns or operates in the network 
from which 911 calls originate, LECs 
must also report the percent of switches 
with physically diverse connections to 
their primary Selective Routers. 
Physical diversity is achieved when 
geographically separated redundant 
facilities are assigned between the 
source node and the destination node. 
For those switches for which LECs have 
not provided or made arrangements for 
physically diverse connections, they 
must discuss the circumstances 
including why physically diverse paths 
are not provisioned and any plans to 
provide physically diverse connections 
in the future. 

LECs must also provide information if 
they own or operate Selective Routers. 
They must provide the percent of 
Selective Routers with at least one 
alternate Selective Router for at least 
50% of the 911 traffic. If they have not 
provided or made arrangements for 
alternate selective routers for at least 
50% of 911 traffic, they must discuss 
the circumstances including why an 
alternate selective router for at least 
50% of 911 traffic is not provisioned 
and any plans to provide an alternate 
selective router in the future. With 
respect to Selective Routers to public 
safety answering points (PSAPs), LECs 
must provide the following information 
if they own or operate Selective Routers 
but only for the PSAPs supported by 
those Selective Routers. LECs must state 
the number of PSAPs supported by their 
Selective Routers and the percent of 
PSAPs with an alternate (back-up) 
Selective Router in addition to the 
primary Selective Router. For those 
PSAPs for which a LEC has not 
provided or made arrangements for an 
alternate (back-up) Selective Router in 
addition to the primary Selective 
Router, the LEC needs to discuss the 
circumstances including why an 
alternative (back-up) selective router is 
not provisioned and any plans to 
provide an alternate (back-up) selective 
router in the future. LECs must also 
identify the percent of PSAPs with 
logically diverse paths to their primary 
Selective Router. For those PSAPs for 
which a LEC has not provided or made 
arrangements for logically diverse paths 

to the primary Selective Router, they 
must discuss the circumstances 
including why logically diverse paths 
are not provisioned, and any plans to 
provide logically diverse paths in the 
future. LECs must also report the 
percent of PSAPs with physically 
diverse connections to their primary 
Selective Router. For those PSAPs for 
which they have not provided or made 
arrangements for physically diverse 
connections to the primary Selective 
Router, LECs must discuss the 
circumstances including why physically 
diverse paths are not provisioned and 
any plans to provide physically diverse 
paths in the future. 

Further, LECs must report the percent 
of PSAPs with logically diverse paths to 
their primary Selective Router in which 
the interoffice portion of the 
connections to the primary Selective 
Router is physically diverse. The 
interoffice network consists of facilities 
and transmission equipment that 
interconnects switching offices in a 
telecommunications inter-exchange 
network. For those PSAPs with logically 
diverse paths to the primary Selective 
Router for which they have not 
provided or made arrangements for 
physical diversity in the interoffice 
portion of the connections to the 
primary Selective Routers, LECs must 
discuss the circumstances including 
why such physical diversity is not 
provisioned and any plans to provide 
such physical diversity in the future. 
LECs will also need to provide the 
percent of PSAPs where the connection 
between the PSAP and the primary 
Selective Router is physically diverse 
from the connection between the PSAP 
and the alternate Selective Router. For 
those PSAPs for which the connection 
between the PSAP and the primary 
Selective Router is not physically 
diverse from the connection between 
the PSAP and the alternate Selective 
Router, LECs must discuss the 
circumstances including why such 
physically diverse connections are not 
provisioned and any plans to provide 
such physically diverse connections in 
the future. Finally, LECs must provide 
the percent of PSAPs where the 
interoffice portion of the connection 
from the PSAP to the primary Selective 
Router is physically diverse from the 
interoffice portion of the connection 
from the PSAP to the alternate Selective 
Router. For those PSAPs where the 
interoffice portion of the connection 
from the PSAP to the Selective Router 
is not physically diverse from the 
interoffice portion of the connection 
from the PSAP to the alternate Selective 
Router, LECs must discuss the 

circumstances including why such 
physical diversity is not provisioned 
and any plans to provide physical 
diversity in the future. 

Additionally, LECs that own or 
operate Selective Routers must provide 
information about alternate PSAPs, but 
only for the PSAPs supported by those 
Selective Routers. These LECs will be 
required to provide the percent of 
PSAPs for which traffic is automatically 
rerouted to another PSAP if the PSAP is 
unavailable. For those PSAPs without 
automatic re-routing, they need to 
discuss the circumstances including 
why automatic re-routing to another 
PSAP is not provisioned and any plans 
to provide such automatic re-routing in 
the future. 

LECs will also be required to provide 
specific information if they own or 
operate Automatic Location Information 
(ALI) databases. LECs must provide the 
number of ALI Database pairs 
(redundant). An ALI database pair is a 
configuration of two ALI databases that 
will operate seamlessly even if one of 
the two databases fails. LECs that own 
or operate ALI databases will also be 
required to state the percent of PSAPs 
supported by ALI database pairs in 
which the connections from the ALI 
databases to the PSAP are physically 
diverse. For those PSAPs supported by 
ALI database pairs in which the 
connections from the ALI databases to 
the PSAP are not physically diverse, 
LECs must discuss the circumstances 
including why physically diverse 
connections are not provisioned and 
any plans to provide physically diverse 
connections in the future. LECs that 
own or operate ALI databases must also 
provide the percent of PSAPs supported 
by ALI database pairs in which the 
interoffice portion of the connections 
from the ALI databases to the PSAP are 
physically diverse. For those PSAPs 
supported by ALI database pairs in 
which the interoffice portion of the 
connections from the ALI databases to 
the PSAP are not physically diverse, 
they must discuss the circumstances 
including why such physical diversity 
is not provisioned and any plans to 
provide such physical diversity in the 
future. 

CMRS Providers. Each CMRS provider 
will be asked to provide the FRN of the 
responding provider and the OCN of the 
responding provider. CMRS providers 
must provide information for each area 
in which the CMRS provider serves. 

Regarding Mobile Switching Centers 
(MSCs) to Selective Routers, CMRS 
providers must provide information for 
the MSCs that they own or operate. This 
information includes the: (1) Percent of 
MSCs in network that have Phase I E911 
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capability; (2) percent of MSCs in 
network that have Phase II E911 
capability; and (3) percent of MSCs with 
logically diverse paths to primary 
Selective Routers. For those MSCs for 
which CMRS providers have not 
provided or made arrangements for 
logically diverse paths, they are 
required to discuss the circumstances 
including why logically diverse paths 
are not provisioned and any plans to 
provide logically diverse paths in the 
future. CMRS providers must also report 
the percent of MSCs with physically 
diverse connections to their primary 
Selective Routers. For those MSCs for 
which they have not provided or made 
arrangements for physically diverse 
connections, CMRS providers must 
discuss the circumstances including 
why physically diverse connections are 
not provisioned and any plans to 
provide physically diverse connections 
in the future. 

CMRS providers must also provide 
information about MSCs to Mobile 
Positioning Centers (MPCs) or Gateway 
Mobile Location Centers (GMLCs). They 
must report the percent of MSCs 
connected to a pair of MPCs/GMLCs. 
MSCs can be connected to a pair of 
MPCs/GMLCs for redundancy. In 
configurations like this, the MSC will 
continue to provide positioning 
information even if one of the MPCs/ 
GMLCs suffers an outage. CMRS 
providers must also state the percent of 
MSCs with logically diverse paths to 
their primary MPCs/GMLCs. For MSCs 
for which they have not provided or 
made arrangements for logically diverse 
paths to the primary MPCs/GMLCs, 
CMRS providers must discuss the 
circumstances, including why logically 
diverse paths are not provisioned and 
any plans to provide logically diverse 
paths in the future. They must also 
provide the percent of MSCs with 
physically diverse connections to their 
primary MPCs/GMLCs. For those MSCs 
for which CMRS providers have not 
provided or made arrangements for 
physically diverse connections, they 
must discuss the circumstances 
including why physically diverse 
connections are not provisioned and 
any plans to provide physically diverse 
connections in the future. 

Further, CMRS providers must report 
the percent of MSCs where the 
connection from the MSC to the primary 
MPC/GMLC is physically diverse from 
the connection to the alternate MPC/ 
GMLC. For those MSCs where the 
connection from the MSC to the primary 
MPC/GMLC is not physically diverse 
from the connection to the alternate 
MPC/GMLC, providers must discuss the 
circumstances including why physically 

diverse connections are not provisioned 
and any plans to provide physically 
diverse connections in the future. 

CMRS providers that own or operate 
MPCs/GMLCs must report additional 
information, including the percent of 
MPCs/GMLCs for which there is an 
alternate MPC/GMLC. This question is 
concerned with the percentage of MPCs/ 
GMLCs that are backed up. An earlier 
question asked about the percentage of 
MSCs that are served by a pair of MPCs/ 
GMLCs. Both questions address the 
redundancy of MPCs/GMLCs but this 
one addresses MPC/GMLC pairing while 
the previous one addressed redundant 
access from MSCs to MPC/GMLC pairs. 
For those MPCs/GMLCs that do not 
have alternates, CMRS providers must 
discuss the circumstances including 
why alternate MPCs/GMLCs are not 
provisioned and any plans to provide 
alternate MPCs/GMLCs in the future. 
CMRS providers must also state whether 
they are able to pass location 
information from more than one MPC/ 
GMLC. For those cases in which they 
are not able to do so, they must discuss 
the circumstances including why the 
capability to pass location information 
from more than one MPC/GMLC is not 
provisioned and any plans to provide 
this capability in the future. 

CMRS providers that own or operate 
MPCs/GMLCs must also report whether 
there are logically diverse paths from 
each MPC/GMLC to either the primary 
ALI database or the back-up ALI 
database. For those cases where they 
have not provided or made 
arrangements for logically diverse paths, 
CMRS providers must discuss the 
circumstances including why logically 
diverse paths are not provisioned and 
any plans to provide logically diverse 
paths in the future. Additionally, CMRS 
providers that own or operate MPCs/ 
GMLCs must state whether there are 
physically diverse connections from 
each MPC/GMLC to either the primary 
ALI database or the back-up ALI 
database. For those cases where they 
have not provided or made 
arrangements for physically diverse 
connections, they must discuss the 
circumstances including why physically 
diverse connections are not provisioned 
and any plans to provide physically 
diverse connections in the future. 

Interconnected VoIP Service 
Providers. Each responding 
interconnected VoIP service provider 
will be asked to report their FRN, if any, 
and OCN, if any. Interconnected VoIP 
providers will have to provide 
information about interconnection to 
Selective Routers and third-party 
providers. They must report the percent 
of switches wherein 911 service is 

provided by the interconnected VoIP 
provider, where the VoIP provider has 
a direct connection to Selective Routers. 
Additionally, interconnected VoIP 
service providers will be required to 
report the percent of switches wherein 
911 service is provided by a third party, 
where another company is utilized to 
route 911 calls. 

Interconnected VoIP service providers 
that have direct connections to Selective 
Routers must report the percent of 
switches with logically diverse paths to 
their primary Selective Routers—for 
cases when the VoIP provider has direct 
connections to Selective Routers. For 
switches for which they have not 
provided or made arrangements for 
logically diverse paths, they must 
discuss the circumstances, including 
why logically diverse connections are 
not provisioned and any plans to 
provide logically diverse paths in the 
future. Interconnected VoIP service 
providers that have direct connections 
to Selective Routers must also report the 
percent of switches with physically 
diverse connections to their primary 
Selective Routers. For those switches for 
which they have not provided or made 
arrangements for physically diverse 
connections, they must discuss the 
circumstances including why physically 
diverse connections are not provisioned 
and any plans to provide physically 
diverse connections in the future. 

Interconnected VoIP service providers 
that use a third party to provide 
connections to Selective Routers must 
report the percent of switches with 
logically diverse paths to their primary 
access points—for cases when the VoIP 
provider uses a third party. 

For switches for which they have not 
provided or made arrangements for 
logically diverse paths to their primary 
access points, they must discuss the 
circumstances including why logically 
diverse paths are not provisioned and 
any plans to provide logically diverse 
paths in the future. Interconnected VoIP 
service providers that use a third party 
to provide connections to Selective 
Routers are also required to report the 
percent of switches with physically 
diverse connections to their primary 
access points. For those switches for 
which they have not provided or made 
arrangements for physically diverse 
connections to their primary access 
points, they must describe the 
circumstances including why physically 
diverse connections are not provisioned 
and any plans to provide physically 
diverse connections in the future. 
Responding LECs, CMRS providers and 
interconnected VoIP service providers 
must also provide information regarding 
disaster planning for the resiliency and 

VerDate Aug<31>2005 16:15 Jul 08, 2008 Jkt 214001 PO 00000 Frm 00031 Fmt 4703 Sfmt 4703 E:\FR\FM\09JYN1.SGM 09JYN1jle
nt

in
i o

n 
P

R
O

D
1P

C
65

 w
ith

 N
O

T
IC

E
S



39309 Federal Register / Vol. 73, No. 132 / Wednesday, July 9, 2008 / Notices 

reliability of 911 architecture. All 
respondents must state whether they 
have a contingency plan that addresses 
the maintenance and restoration of 911/ 
E911 service during and following 
disasters. If the answer is ‘‘yes,’’ the 
respondent will be asked to describe its 
contingency plan including those 
elements that address the maintenance 
and restoration of 911/E911 service. If 
the answer is ‘‘no,’’ the respondent will 
be asked to discuss the circumstances 
including why it does not have a 
contingency plan that addresses 911/ 
E911 maintenance and restoration and 
any plans to develop such a contingency 
plan in the future. 

Respondents that do have a 
contingency plan that addresses the 
maintenance and restoration of 911/ 
E911 service must state whether they 
regularly test their plan. If respondents 
answer ‘‘yes’’ to this question, they must 
describe the program for testing their 
contingency plan, including the extent 
to which they periodically test to ensure 
that the critical components (e.g., 
automatic re-routes, PSAP Make Busy 
Key) included in contingency plans 
work as designed and the extent they 
involve PSAPs in tests of their 
contingency plan. Respondents that 
answer ‘‘no’’ will be asked to discuss 
the circumstances including why they 
do not test their contingency plan and 
any plans to test their plan in the future. 

All respondents must state whether 
they have a routing plan so that, in the 
case of a lost connection of dedicated 
transport facilities between the 
originating switch/MSC and the 
Selective Router, 911 calls are routed 
over alternate transport facilities. 
Respondents that answer ‘‘yes’’ must 
describe their routing plan. Respondents 
that answer ‘‘no’’ must discuss the 
circumstances and any plans to develop 
such a plan in the future. 

All responding LECs, CMRS providers 
and interconnected VoIP service 
providers must state whether, in cases 
where 911 service is disrupted, they 
make test calls to assess the impact as 
part of the restoration process. If the 
answer is ‘‘no,’’ respondents must 
discuss the circumstances including 
why they do not make test calls as part 
of the restoration process and any plans 
to do so in the future. Respondents must 
also state whether their company makes 
additional test calls when service is 
restored and, if not, they must discuss 
why they do not make additional test 
calls. 

All respondents must describe any 
current plans they have to migrate to 
next generation 911 (NG911) 
architecture once a standard for NG911 
has been developed. Finally, 

respondents are asked to provide any 
additional relevant information 
regarding steps they have taken to 
ensure redundancy, resiliency and 
reliability of their 911/E911 facilities. 
Federal Communications Commission. 
William F. Caton, 
Deputy Secretary. 
[FR Doc. E8–15586 Filed 7–8–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712–01–P 

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

Radio Broadcasting Services; AM or 
FM Proposals To Change the 
Community of License 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The following applicants filed 
AM or FM proposals to change the 
community of license: DAVAO LLC, 
Station KWAP, Facility ID 165961, 
BMPH–20080611AAZ, From PINE 
HAVEN, WY, To ROZET, WY; JER 
LICENSES, LLC, Station NEW, Facility 
ID 170966, BNPH–20070502ACF, From 
GRAPELAND, TX, To BULLARD, TX; 
MATINEE RADIO, LLC, Station KKUL– 
FM, Facility ID 164216, BMPH– 
20080523ADF, From GROVETON, TX, 
To TRINITY, TX; ULTIMATE CAPS, 
INC., Station KYDT, Facility ID 78241, 
BPH–20080611ABA, From SUNDANCE, 
WY, To PINE HAVEN, WY; UNITED 
STATES CP, LLC, Station KXCL, 
Facility ID 164277, BPH–20080606AES, 
From WESTCLIFFE, CO, To FORT 
CARSON, CO. 
DATES: Comments may be filed through 
September 8, 2008. 
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications 
Commission, 445 Twelfth Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Tung Bui, 202–418–2700. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The full 
text of these applications is available for 
inspection and copying during normal 
business hours in the Commission’s 
Reference Center, 445 12th Street, SW., 
Washington, DC 20554 or electronically 
via the Media Bureau’s Consolidated 
Data Base System, http:// 
svartifoss2.fcc.gov/prod/cdbs/pubacc/ 
prod/cdbs_pa.htm. A copy of this 
application may also be purchased from 
the Commission’s duplicating 
contractor, Best Copy and Printing, Inc., 
445 12th Street, SW., Room CY–B402, 
Washington, DC, 20554, telephone 1– 
800–378–3160 or http:// 
www.BCPIWEB.com. 

Federal Communications Commission. 
James D. Bradshaw, 
Deputy Chief, Audio Division, Media Bureau. 
[FR Doc. E8–15593 Filed 7–8–08; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712–01–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 agreements to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington, DC 
20573, within ten days of the date this 
notice appears in the Federal Register. 
Copies of agreements are available 
through the Commission’s Web site 
(http://www.fmc.gov) or contacting the 
Office of Agreements (202) 523–5793 or 
tradeanalysis@fmc.gov). 

Agreement No.: 010979–046. 
Title: Caribbean Shipowners 

Association. 
Parties: Bernuth Lines, Ltd.; CMA 

CGM, S.A.; Crowley Liner Services, Inc.; 
Seaboard Marine, Ltd.; Seafreight Line, 
Ltd.; Tropical Shipping and 
Construction Co., Ltd.; Sea Star Line 
Caribbean, LLC; and Zim Integrated 
Shipping Services, Ltd. 

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq.; 
Sher and Blackwell; 1850 M Street NW., 
Suite 900; Washington, DC 20036. 

Synopsis: The amendment deletes 
Interline Connection, N.V. as a party to 
the agreement. 

Agreement No.: 011733–024. 
Title: Common Ocean Carrier Platform 

Agreement. 
Parties: A.P. Moller-Maersk A/S; CMA 

CGM; Hamburg-Süd; Hapag-Lloyd AG; 
Mediterranean Shipping Company S.A.; 
and United Arab Shipping Company 
(S.A.G.) as shareholder parties, and 
Alianca Navegacao e Logistica Ltda.; 
Compania Sud Americana de Vapores, 
S.A.; Companhia Libra de Navegacao; 
COSCO Container Lines Co., Ltd.; 
Emirates Shipping Lines; Hanjin 
Shipping Co., Ltd.; Hyundai Merchant 
Marine Co. Ltd; Kawasaki Kisen Kaisha, 
Ltd.; MISC Berhad; Mitsui O.S.K. lines 
Ltd.; Nippon Yusen Kaisha; Safmarine 
Container Lines N.V.; Senator Lines 
GmbH; Norasia Container Lines 
Limited; Tasman Orient Line C.V. and 
Zim Integrated Shipping as non- 
shareholder parties. 

Filing Party: Wayne R. Rohde, Esq.; 
Sher & Blackwell LLP; 1850 M Street, 
NW.; Suite 900; Washington, DC 20036. 

Synopsis: The amendment adds Zim 
Integrated Shipping Services, Ltd. as a 
non-shareholder party to the agreement. 
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