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than 1,500 persons. All but 26 of the
2,321 non-radiotelephone companies
listed by the Census Bureau were
reported to have fewer than 1,000
employees. Thus, even if all 26 of those
companies had more than 1,500
employees, there would still be 2,295
non-radiotelephone companies that
might qualify as small entities or small
incumbent local exchange carriers
(LEGCs). The FCC does not have data
specifying the number of these carriers
that are not independently owned and
operated, and thus are unable at this
time to estimate with greater precision
the number of wireline carriers and
service providers that would qualify as
small business concerns under the
SBA’s definition. Consequently, the FCC
estimates that fewer than 2,295 small
telephone communications companies
other than radiotelephone companies
are small entities or small incumbent
LEGCs.

10. We have included small
incumbent LECs in this present RFA
analysis. As noted above, a “small
business” under the RFA is one that,
inter alia, meets the pertinent small
business size standard (e.g., a telephone
communications business having 1,500
or fewer employees), and ““is not
dominant in its field of operation.” See
5 U.S.C. 601(3). The SBA’s Office of
Advocacy contends that, for RFA
purposes, small incumbent LECs are not
dominant in their field of operation
because any such dominance is not
“national” in scope. See Letter from Jere
W. Glover, Chief Counsel for Advocacy,
SBA, to William E. Kennard, Chairman,
FCC (May 27, 1999). The Small Business
Act contains a definition of “‘small
business concern,” which the RFA
incorporates into its own definition of
“small business.” See 15 U.S.C. 632(a)
(Small Business Act); 5 U.S.C. 601(3)
(RFA). SBA regulations interpret ‘“‘small
business concern” to include the
concept of dominance on a national
basis. 13 CFR 121.102(b). Since 1996,
out of an abundance of caution, the
Commission has included small
incumbent LECs in its regulatory
flexibility analyses. See, e.g.,
Implementation of the Local
Competition Provisions of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, CC
Docket, 96—98, First Report and Order,
11 FCC Rcd 15499, 1614445 (1996). We
have therefore included small
incumbent LEGs in this RFA analysis,
although we emphasize that this RFA
action has no effect on FCC analyses
and determinations in other, non-RFA
contexts.

D. Description of Projected Reporting,
Recordkeeping, and Other Compliance
Requirements

11. The recommended guidelines may
require TRS providers to track Spanish
and English relay costs separately to see
if there are significant differences
between the two services. There may
also be additional recordkeeping
requirements imposed for STS and VRS
cost recovery because these are
relatively new services. These costs,
however, should be minimal because
the tracking procedures are similar to
those already in place for traditional
TRS. The FCC tentatively concludes that
the proposals in the document would
impose minimum burdens on small
entities. In addition, these
recordkeeping measures will promote
more efficient service and allow the TRS
providers to be reimbursed more
accurately for their costs, thus negating
any minimal costs imposed by these
requirements. Furthermore, we do not
expect these costs to burden small
entities any more than large entities
because the costs are part of the
reimbursement process and will allow
all providers to be accurately
reimbursed. The FCC seeks comment on
these tentative conclusions.

E. Steps Take To Minimize Significant
Economic Impact on Small Entities, and
Significant Alternatives Considered

12. The RFA requires an agency to
describe any significant alternatives that
it has considered in reaching its
proposed approach, which may include
the following four alternatives (among
others): (1) The establishment of
differing compliance or reporting
requirements or timetables that take into
account the resources available to small
entities; (2) the clarification,
consolidation, or simplification of
compliance or reporting requirements
under the rule for small entities; (3) the
use of performance, rather than design,
standards; and (4) an exemption from
coverage of the rule, or any part thereof,
for small entities. 5 U.S.C. 603(c). The
Commission has tentatively concluded
that the proposed rules will have
minimal economic impact on small
entities because these rules are designed
to allow all providers to be accurately
reimbursed. Furthermore, the Advisory
Council consists of members of state
regulatory bodies, relay users, members
of the disabilities community, large and
small TRS providers, and large and
small TRS contributors. As a result, the
proposed guidelines are the result of
input from the industry, including small
business entities.

F. Federal Rules That May Duplicate,
Overlap, or Conflict With the Proposed
Rules

None.

Report to Congress

13. The Commission will send a copy
of this document, including a copy of
this IRFA, in a report to Congress
pursuant to the Small Business
Regulatory Enforcement Fairness Act of
1996. In addition, the document and
this IRFA will be sent to the Chief
Counsel for Advocacy of the Small
Business Administration, and will be
published in the Federal Register.

Ordering Clauses

16. The Commission’s Consumer
Information Bureau, Reference
Information Center, SHALL SEND a
copy of this Second Further Notice of
Proposed Rulemaking, including the
Initial Regulatory Flexibility Analysis,
to the Chief Counsel for Advocacy of
Small Business Administration.

14. The Initial Regulatory Flexibility
Analysis for this document, pursuant to
the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C.
604, is contained herein.

Federal Communications Commission.
Magalie Roman Salas,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 01-17032 Filed 7—-6—01; 8:45 am]
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10137]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Elk City,
OK and Borger, TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on a petition filed by TV 31,
L.L.C. requesting the reallotment of
NTSC Channel 31 from Elk City,
Oklahoma, to Borger, Texas, and
modification of the construction permit
for Station KBCA to specify Borger,
Texas, as the community of license. The
coordinates for Channel 31 at Borger are
35-41-56 and 100-53-34. In accordance
with Section 1.420(i) of the
Commission’s Rules, we shall not accept
competing expressions of interest in the
use of Channel 31 at Borger.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before August 13, 2001, and reply
comments on or before August 28, 2001.
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ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, Washington, DC 20554. In
addition to filing comments with the
FCC, interested parties should serve the
petitioner’s counsel, as follows: Mark N.
Lipp, Scott C. Cinnamon, Shook, Hardy
& Bacon, 600 14th Street, NW. Suite
800, Washington, DC 20005.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418—2180.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
01-134, adopted June 13, 2001, and
released June 22, 2001. The full text of
this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Center,
Washington, DC. The complete text of
this decision may also be purchased
from the Commission’s copy
contractors, International Transcription
Services, Inc., 1231 20th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 857—-3800,
facsimile (202) 857—3805. Provisions of
the Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980
do not apply to this proceeding.
Members of the public should note that
from the time a Notice of Proposed Rule
Making is issued until the matter is no
longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper

filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Television broadcasting.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Federal Communications
Commission proposes to amend 47 CFR
part 73 as follows:

PART 73—TELEVISION BROADCAST
SERVICES

1. The authority citation for part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 334 and 336.
§73.606 [Amended]

2. Section 73.606(b), the Television
Table of Allotments under Oklahoma, is
amended by removing Channel 31 at Elk
City.

3. Section 73.606(b), the Television
Table of Allotments under Texas, is
amended by adding Borger, Channel 31.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 01-17036 Filed 7-6—01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73
[DA 01-1484, MM Docket No. 01-133, RM—
10143 and RM-10150]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Mason,
TX

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document requests
comments on two separate petitions for
Mason, Texas. Charles Crawford has
proposed the allotment of Channel
249C3 at Mason, Texas, while Katherine
Pyeatt has requested the allotment of
Channel 269C3 to Mason, Texas. The
coordinates for Channel 249C3 at Mason
are 30—43-39 and 99-11-49. There is a
site restriction 4.3 kilometers (2.7 miles)
southeast of the community. The
coordinates for Channel 269C3 at Mason
are 30—45-00 and 99-10-14. There is a
site restriction 5.7 kilometers (3.6 miles)
east of the community. Mexican
concurrence will be requested for the
allotment of Channels 249C3 and 269C3
at Mason.

DATES: Comments must be filed on or
before August 13, 2001, and reply
comments on or before August 28, 2001.
ADDRESSES: Federal Communications
Commission, 445 Twelfth Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20554. In addition to
filing comments with the FCC,
interested parties should serve the
petitioners, as follows: Charles
Crawford, 4553 Bordeaux Avenue,
Dallas, Texas 75205; Katherine Pyeatt,
6655 Aintree Circle, Dallas, Texas
75214.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Kathleen Scheuerle, Mass Media
Bureau, (202) 418-2180.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s Notice of
Proposed Rule Making, MM Docket No.
01-133, adopted June 13, 2001, and
released June 22, 2001. The full text of
this Commission decision is available
for inspection and copying during
normal business hours in the
Commission’s Reference Information
Center, 445 Twelfth Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20554. The complete
text of this decision may also be

purchased from the Commission’s copy
contractors, International Transcription
Services, Inc., 1231 20th Street, NW.,
Washington, DC 20036, (202) 857—3800,
facsimile (202) 857-3805.

Provisions of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act of 1980 do not apply to
this proceeding.

Members of the public should note
that from the time a Notice of Proposed
Rule Making is issued until the matter
is no longer subject to Commission
consideration or court review, all ex
parte contacts are prohibited in
Commission proceedings, such as this
one, which involve channel allotments.
See 47 CFR 1.1204(b) for rules
governing permissible ex parte contact.

For information regarding proper
filing procedures for comments, see 47
CFR 1.415 and 1.420.

List of Subjects in 47 CFR Part 73

Radio broadcasting.

For the reasons discussed in the
preamble, the Federal Communications
Commission proposes to amend 47 CRF
part 73 as follows:

PART 73—RADIO BROADCAST
SERVICES

1. The authority citation for part 73
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 334 and 336.

§73.202 [Amended]

2. Section 73.202(b), the Table of FM
Allotments under Texas, is amended by
adding Channels 249C3 and 269C3 at
Mason.

Federal Communications Commission.
John A. Karousos,

Chief, Allocations Branch, Policy and Rules
Division, Mass Media Bureau.

[FR Doc. 01-17035 Filed 7-6—-01; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-U

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

47 CFR Part 73

[DA 01-1488; MM Docket No. 01-135, RM—
10154; MM Docket No. 01-136; RM-10155;
and MM Docket No. 01-137; RM-10156]

Radio Broadcasting Services; Caliente,
NV; Boswell, OK; and Altus, OK

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.

ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This document proposes three
allotments. The Commission requests
comments on a petition filed by
Schleicher County Radio proposing the
allotment of Channel 291C2 at Caliente,
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