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Service, Inc., 2100 M Street, NW., Suite
140, Washington, DC 20037, (202) 857—
3800. For further information on this
submission contact Judy Boley, Federal
Communications Commission, (202)
418-0214. Persons wishing to comment
on this information collection should
contact Timothy Fain, Office of
Management and Budget, Room 10214
NEOB, Washington, DC 20503, (202)
395-3561.

OMB Number: None.

Title: Section 21.902, Frequency
Interference.

Action: New collection.

Respondents: Individuals or
households, businesses or other-for
profit.

Frequency of Response: On occasion
reporting requirements.

Estimated Annual Burden: 1,075
responses; 3.12 hours average burden
per recordkeeper, 3,355 hours total
annual burden.

Needs and Uses: (A) Section
21.902(d), Expansion of Protected
Service Areas of MDS Stations.
Petitioners complained that current
regulations failed to sufficiently protect
MDS station licensees from harmful
interference caused by subsequently-
filing applicants. Since 1974,
subsequently-filing applicants have had
to file an interference study for each
authorized or previously-proposed MDS
station. MDS stations have had
protected service areas since 1984. After
that time subsequently-filing applicants
have based the required interference
study on a protected service area of 710
square miles. (When the authorized or
previously-proposed MDS station uses
an omnidirectional transmitting
antenna, the 710 square miles is a circle
with a radius of 15 miles.) In the Second
Reconsideration Order, the protected
service area was expanded to a circle
with a radius of 35 miles. This
modification of an existing requirement
simplifies the MDS rules, promotes the
development of MDS stations as
effective competitors to cable television
systems, and facilitates the transition
from analog to digital compression
technology. See paragraphs 7-19 in the
Second Reconsideration Order. (B)
Section 21.902(d), Maps for Waiver
Requests of Protected Service Area.
Based on our experience with reviewing
interference analyses since 1984, it will
be faster and cheaper for a MDS
applicant to submit an interference
study based on the previously-proposed
or authorized station’s 35-mile
protected service area. However, when a
new applicant asserts that it should be
exempted form the requirement to study
the potential for harmful interference to

a previously-proposed or authorized
stations protected service area, the
Second Reconsideration Order states
that the applicant should submit a map
showing the intrusion of the waiver
applicant’s signal into the area around
the authorized or previously-proposed
station. See paragraph 26 in Second
Reconsideration Order. (C) Section
21.902(d). Expansion of Effect on Cable-
MDS Prohibitions. Since 1990, cable
television companies have been
prohibited from owning or leasing MDS
stations, directly or indirectly, if there is
an overlap between the MDS station’s
protected service area and the cable
company’s service area. Thus, the
prohibitions of 47 CFR Section 21.912
and 47 U.S.C. 553(a)(2) usually did not
apply in situations in which the cable
service area was more than 15 miles
from the MDS station’s transmitter site.
With the expansion of the protected
service area, it is possible that some
cable television companies with MDS
ownership or leasing interests, which
formally complied with Section 21.912,
might be barred after the change. A
blanket waiver was granted until June 1,
1996 to cable companies with interests
newly-prohibited. See paragraphs 30-31
in Second Reconsideration Order. (D)
Section 21.902(i). ITFS Station

Interference Protection Through Service.

On October 10, 1990, the Wireless Cable
Order established a deadline for MDS
applicants to serve specified authorized
cochannel or adjacent-channel ITFS
stations on or before the day the MDS
application was filed. The First
Reconsideration Order postponed this
service deadline until the 60th day after
public notice. Pursuant to petitioners’
requests, the Commission has returned
to the earlier service deadline, on or
before the date of filing, which reduces
processing delay. See paragraphs 39-41
in Second Reconsideration Order. (E)
Section 21.912(i). ITFS Station
Interference Protection Through
Petitions to Deny. Petitioners also
requested that authorized ITFS stations
be required to file petitions to deny of
MDS applications by the 30th day after
public notice. The earlier deadline was
adopted so that MDS applications can
become ripe for grant more quickly and
MDS stations can begin operations as
soon as possible in order to provide
competition for cable television
systems. Together with the earlier
deadline for ITFS service, a 120-day
delay has been reduced to 30 days for
processing MDS applications that
propose stations within 50 miles of
cochineal or adjacent-channel ITFS
stations. See paragraphs 42—-44 of
Second Reconsideration Order.

Federal Communications Commission.
William F. Caton,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 95-16907 Filed 7-10-95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-0l-F

[Report No. 2082]

Application for Review of Action in
Rulemaking Proceeding

July 6, 1995.

Application for review have been
filed in the Commission rulemaking
proceedings listed in this Public Notice
and published pursuant to 47 CFR
1.429(e). The full text of this document
are available for viewing and copying in
Room 239, 1919 M Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. or may be purchased
from the Commission’s copy contractor
ITS, Inc. (202) 857-3800. Opposition to
this petition must be filed by July 26,
1995. See Section 1.4(b)(1) of the
Commission’s rules (47 CFR 1.4(b)(1)).
Replies to an opposition must be filed
within 10 days after the time for filing
oppositions has expired.

Subject: In the Matter of Amendment of
Section 73.202(b), Table of
Allotments, FM Broadcast Stations.
(Bolingbroke and Yatesville, Georgia)
(RM-8622)

Number of Petition Field: 1

Federal Communications Commission.

William F. Caton,

Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc. 95-16904 Filed 7-10-95; 8:45 am]

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

BancTenn Corp.; Acquisition of
Company Engaged in Permissible
Nonbanking Activities

The organization listed in this notice
has applied under § 225.23(a)(2) or (f)
of the Board’s Regulation Y (12 CFR
225.23(a)(2) or (f)) for the Board’s
approval under section 4(c)(8) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to acquire or
control voting securities or assets of a
company engaged in a nonbanking
activity that is listed in § 225.25 of
Regulation Y as closely related to
banking and permissible for bank
holding companies. Unless otherwise
noted, such activities will be conducted
throughout the United States.

The application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
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inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
question whether consummation of the
proposal can “‘reasonably be expected to
produce benefits to the public, such as
greater convenience, increased
competition, or gains in efficiency, that
outweigh possible adverse effects, such
as undue concentration of resources,
decreased or unfair competition,
conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question must be
accompanied by a statement of the
reasons a written presentation would
not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal.

Comments regarding the application
must be received at the Reserve Bank
indicated or the offices of the Board of
Governors not later than July 25, 1995.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
(Zane R. Kelley, Vice President) 104
Marietta Street, N.W., Atlanta, Georgia
30303:

1. BancTenn Corp., Kingsport,
Tennessee; to acquire Tennessee
General Corp., Johnson City, Tennessee,
and thereby engage in data processing,
payroll, and related services, pursuant
to § 225.25(b)(7) of the Board’s
Regulation Y.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, July 5, 1995.

Jennifer J. Johnson,

Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc. 95-16898 Filed 7-10-95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F

Marblehead Bancorp, et al.;
Formations of; Acquisitions by; and
Mergers of Bank Holding Companies

The companies listed in this notice
have applied for the Board’s approval
under section 3 of the Bank Holding
Company Act (12 U.S.C. 1842) and §
225.14 of the Board’s Regulation Y (12
CFR 225.14) to become a bank holding
company or to acquire a bank or bank
holding company. The factors that are
considered in acting on the applications
are set forth in section 3(c) of the Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

Each application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing to the

Reserve Bank or to the offices of the
Board of Governors. Any comment on
an application that requests a hearing
must include a statement of why a
written presentation would not suffice
in lieu of a hearing, identifying
specifically any questions of fact that
are in dispute and summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding each of these applications
must be received not later than August
4, 1995.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Cleveland
(John J. Wixted, Jr., Vice President) 1455
East Sixth Street, Cleveland, Ohio
44101:

1. Marblehead Bancorp, Marblehead,
Ohio; to become a bank holding
company by acquiring 100 percent of
the voting shares of The Marblehead
Bank, Marblehead, Ohio.

B. Federal Reserve Bank of
Richmond (Lloyd W. Bostian, Jr., Senior
Vice President) 701 East Byrd Street,
Richmond, Virginia 23261:

1. United Bankshares, Inc.,
Charleston, West Virginia; to acquire
100 percent of voting shares of First
Commercial Bank, Arlington, Virginia.

C. Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta
(Zane R. Kelley, Vice President) 104
Marietta Street, N.W., Atlanta, Georgia
30303:

1. Barnett Banks, Inc., Jacksonville,
Florida; to acquire 100 percent of voting
shares of Community Bank of the
Islands, Sanibel, Florida.

D. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
(James A. Bluemle, Vice President) 230
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois
60690:

1. Colfax Bancshares, Inc., Colfax,
lowa; to acquire 100 percent of voting
shares of Maxwell Bancorporation,
Maxwell, lowa, and thereby indirectly
acquire Maxwell State Bank, Maxwell,
lowa.

2. Shorebank Corporation, Chicago,
Ilinois; to acquire 100 percent of voting
shares of U.S. Bank of Southwest
Washington, Vancouver, Washington.

E. Federal Reserve Bank of St. Louis
(Randall C. Sumner, Vice President) 411
Locust Street, St. Louis, Missouri 63166:

1. First Commercial Corporation,
Little Rock, Arkansas; to acquire 100
percent of voting shares of West-Ark
Bancshares, Inc., Clarksville, Arkansas,
and thereby indirectly acquire Arkansas
State Bank, Clarksville, Arkansas.

F. Federal Reserve Bank of
Minneapolis (James M. Lyon, Vice
President) 250 Marquette Avenue,
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55480:

1. Norwest Corporation, Minneapolis
Minnesota; to acquire 100 percent of

voting shares of State National Bank, El
Paso, Texas.

Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, July 5, 1995.
Jennifer J. Johnson,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.
[FR Doc. 95-16899 Filed 7-10-95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6210-01-F

Princeton/LeClaire Agency, Inc., et al.;
Notice of Applications to Engage de
novo in Permissible Nonbanking
Activities

The companies listed in this notice
have filed an application under §
225.23(a)(1) of the Board’s Regulation Y
(12 CFR 225.23(a)(1)) for the Board’s
approval under section 4(c)(8) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 U.S.C.
1843(c)(8)) and § 225.21(a) of Regulation
Y (12 CFR 225.21(a)) to commence or to
engage de novo, either directly or
through a subsidiary, in a nonbanking
activity that is listed in § 225.25 of
Regulation Y as closely related to
banking and permissible for bank
holding companies. Unless otherwise
noted, such activities will be conducted
throughout the United States.

Each application is available for
immediate inspection at the Federal
Reserve Bank indicated. Once the
application has been accepted for
processing, it will also be available for
inspection at the offices of the Board of
Governors. Interested persons may
express their views in writing on the
question whether consummation of the
proposal can ‘“‘reasonably be expected to
produce benefits to the public, such as
greater convenience, increased
competition, or gains in efficiency, that
outweigh possible adverse effects, such
as undue concentration of resources,
decreased or unfair competition,
conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question must be
accompanied by a statement of the
reasons a written presentation would
not suffice in lieu of a hearing,
identifying specifically any questions of
fact that are in dispute, summarizing the
evidence that would be presented at a
hearing, and indicating how the party
commenting would be aggrieved by
approval of the proposal.

Unless otherwise noted, comments
regarding the applications must be
received at the Reserve Bank indicated
or the offices of the Board of Governors
not later than July 25, 1995.

A. Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
(James A. Bluemle, Vice President) 230
South LaSalle Street, Chicago, Illinois
60690:
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