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June 26, 1991 (56 FR 29362) (FRL-
3846-4). Exceptions to this general rule
will be made if a product poses a risk
concern, or is in noncompliance with
reregistration requirements, or is subject
to a data call-in. In all cases, product-
specific disposition dates will be given
in the cancellation orders.

Existing stocks are those stocks of
registered pesticide products which are
currently in the United States and
which have been packaged, labeled, and
released for shipment prior to the
effective date of the cancellation action.
Unless the provisions of an earlier order
apply, existing stocks already in the
hands of dealers or users can be
distributed, sold, or used legally until
they are exhausted, provided that such
further sale and use comply with the
EPA-approved label and labeling of the
affected product. Exception to these
general rules will be made in specific
cases when more stringent restrictions
on sale, distribution, or use of the
products or their ingredients have
already been imposed, as in a Special
Review action, or where the Agency has
identified significant potential risk
concerns associated with a particular
chemical.

List of Subjects

Environmental protection, Pesticides
and pests.

Dated: April 15, 2002.
Linda Vlier Moos,

Acting Director, Information Resources
Services Division, Office of Pesticide
Programs.

[FR Doc. 02-10340 Filed 4-25-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6560-50-S

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

Notice of Public Information
Collection(s) Being Reviewed by the
Federal Communications Commission
for Extension Under Delegated
Authority, Comments Requested

April 19, 2002.

SUMMARY: The Federal Communications
Commission, as part of its continuing
effort to reduce paperwork burden
invites the general public and other
Federal agencies to take this
opportunity to comment on the
following information collection(s), as
required by the Paperwork Reduction
Act of 1995, Public Law 104-13. An
agency may not conduct or sponsor a
collection of information unless it
displays a currently valid 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 (PRA) that
does not display a valid control number.
Comments are requested concerning
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;
the accuracy of the Commission’s
burden estimate; ways to enhance the
quality, utility, and clarity of the
information collected; and 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.

DATES: Persons wishing to comment on
this information collection should
submit comments by June 25, 2002. If
you anticipate that you will be
submitting comments, but find it
difficult to do so within the period of
time allowed by this notice, you should
advise the contact listed below as soon
as possible.

ADDRESSES: Direct all comments to
Judith Boley Herman, Federal
Communications Commission, 445 12th
Street, SW., Room 1-C804, Washington,
DC 20554 or via the internet to

jboley@fcc.gov.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: For
additional information or copies of the
information collections contact Judith
Boley Herman at 202—418-0214 or via
the internet at jboley@fcc.gov.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

OMB Control No.: 3060—-0309.

Title: Section 74.1281, Station
Records.

Form No.: N/A.

Type of Review: Extension of a
currently approved collection.

Respondents: Business or other for
profit, not-for-profit institutions, state,
local, or tribal government.

Number of Respondents: 3,600 FM
translator and FM booster stations.

Estimated Time Per Response: 1 hour
per station.

Total Annual Burden: 3,600 hours.

Annual Reporting and Recordkeeping
Cost Burden: N/A.

Frequency of Response:
Recordkeeping requirement.

Needs and Uses: Section 74.1281
requires that licensees of FM translator/
booster stations maintain adequate
records. These records include the
current instrument of authorization,
official correspondence with the
Commission, maintenance records,
contracts, permission for rebroadcasts
and other pertinent documents. They
also include entries concerning any
extinguishment or improper operation
of tower structure lights. The data is

used by FCC staff in investigations to
assure that the licensee is operating in
accordance with the technical
requirements as specified in the FCC
Rules and with the station
authorization, and is taking reasonable
measures to preclude interference to
other stations.

Federal Communications Commission.
Marlene H. Dortch,

Secretary.

[FR Doc. 02—-10364 Filed 4-25—-02; 8:45 am]|
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[CC Docket No. 02—-7; FCC 02-118]

Common Carrier Services: In-Region
InterLATA Services—Verizon New
England Inc. et al.; Application To
Provide Services in Vermont

Application by Verizon New England Inc.,
Bell Atlantic Communications, Inc. (d/b/a
Verizon Long Distance), NYNEX Long
Distance Company (d/b/a Verizon Enterprise
Solutions), Verizon Global Networks Inc.,
and Verizon Select Services Inc., Pursuant to
Section 271 of the Telecommunications Act
of 1996, For Authorization To Provide In-
Region, InterLATA Service in the State of
Vermont

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This document grants the
section 271 application of Verizon New
England Inc., et al. (Verizon) for
authority to enter the interLATA
telecommunications market in the state
of Vermont. The Commission grants
Verizon’s application based on its
conclusion that Verizon has satisfied all
of the statutory requirements for entry,
and opened its local exchange markets
to full competition.

DATES: Effective April 29, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie
Veach, Senior Attorney, Wireline
Competition Bureau (WCB), at (202)
418-1580 or via the Internet at
jveach@fcc.gov. The complete text of
this MO&O is available for inspection
and copying during normal business
hours in the FCC Reference Information
Center, Portals II, 445 12th Street, SW.,
Room CY-A257, Washington, DC 20554.
Further information may also be
obtained by calling the Wireline
Competition Bureau’s TTY number:
(202) 418-0484.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Commission’s
Memorandum Opinion and Order
(MO&OQ) in CC Docket No. 02—7, FCC
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02-118, adopted April 17, 2002, and
released April 17, 2002. This full text
may be purchased from the
Commission’s duplicating contractor,
Qualex International, Portals II, 445
12th Street, SW., Room CY-B402,
Washington, DC 20554, telephone 202—
863—2893, facsimile 202—-863—2898, or
via e-mail qualexint@aol.com. It is also
available on the Commission’s website
at http://www.fcc.gov/Bureaus/
Common_Carrier/in-
region_applications/verizon_vt/
welcome.html.

Synopsis of the Order

1. History of the Application. On
January 17, 2002, Verizon filed an
application (Vermont Application),
pursuant to section 271 of the
Telecommunications Act of 1996, with
the Commission to provide in-region,
interLATA service in the state of
Vermont.

2. The Vermont Board’s Evaluation.
The Vermont Public Service Board
(Vermont Board) conducted a
comprehensive evaluation of Verizon’s
compliance with section 271, which
included five days of evidentiary
hearings. The Vermont Board concluded
that Verizon met the checklist
requirements of section 271(c) and has
taken the appropriate steps to open the
local exchange and exchange access
markets in Vermont in accordance with
standards set forth in the Act.
Consequently, the Vermont Board
recommended that the Commission
approve Verizon’s in-region, interLATA
entry in its (February 6, 2002)
evaluation of the Vermont Application.

3. The Department of Justice’s
Evaluation. The Department of Justice
filed its evaluation of Verizon’s Vermont
Application on February 21, 2002, and
recommended approval of the Vermont
Application subject to the Commission
satisfying itself as to pricing issues
raised by commenters for UNEs in
Vermont.

Primary Issues in Dispute

4. Compliance with Section
271(c)(1)(A). The Commission
concludes that Verizon demonstrates
that it satisfies the requirements of
section 271(c)(1)(A) based on the
interconnection agreements it has
implemented with competing carriers in
Vermont. The record demonstrates that
competitive LECs serve some business
and residential customers using
predominantly their own facilities.

5. Checklist Item 2—Unbundled
Network Elements. Based on the record,
the Commission finds that Verizon’s
Vermont UNE rates are just, reasonable,
and nondiscriminatory as required by

section 251(c)(3), and are based on cost
plus a reasonable profit as required by
section 252(d)(1). Thus, Verizon’s
Vermont UNE rates satisfy checklist
item 2. The Commission has previously
held that it will not conduct a de novo
review of a state’s pricing
determinations and will reject an
application only if either “basic TELRIC
principles are violated or the state
commission make clear errors in the
actual findings on matters so substantial
that the end result falls outside the
range that a reasonable application of
TELRIC principles would produce.” The
Vermont Board concluded that
Verizon’s UNE rates satisfied the
requirement of checklist item 2. While
the Commission has not conducted a de
novo review of the Vermont Board’s
pricing determinations, the Commission
has followed the urging of the
Department of Justice to examine
commenters’ complaints regarding UNE
pricing.

6. After carefully reviewing these
complaints, the Commission concludes
that the Vermont Board followed basic
TELRIC principles and the complaints
do not support a finding that the
Vermont Board committed clear error in
adopting Verizon’s switching and Daily
Usage File (DUF) rates. Thus, the
Commission concludes that Verizon’s
Vermont UNE rates satisfy the
requirement of checklist item 2.

7. The Commission also concludes
that Verizon meets its obligation to
provide nondiscriminatory access to its
operations support systems (OSS).
Verizon provided evidence that its
Massachusetts OSS and Vermont OSS
are substantially the same; therefore the
Commission finds that evidence
concerning Verizon’s Massachusetts
0SS is relevant and should be
considered in this proceeding.

8. Pursuant to this checklist item,
Verizon must also provide
nondiscriminatory access to network
elements in a manner that allows other
carriers to combine such elements.
Based on the evidence in the record,
Verizon demonstrates that it provides to
competitors combinations of already-
combined network element as well as
nondiscriminatory access to unbundled
network elements in a manner that
allows competing carriers to combine
those elements themselves.

Other Checklist Items

9. Checklist Item 1—Interconnection.
Based on the evidence in the record, the
Commission concludes as did the
Vermont Board that Verizon
demonstrates that it provides
interconnection and collocation in
accordance with the requirements of

section 251(c)(2) and as specified in
section 271 and applied in the
Commission’s prior orders.

10. Checklist Item 4—Unbundled
Local Loops. Verizon has adequately
demonstrated that it provides
unbundled local loops as required by
section 271. More specifically, Verizon
establishes that it provides access to
stand alone xDSL-capable loops, high-
capacity loops, and digital loops. Also,
Verizon provides voice grade loops,
both as new loops and through hot-cut
conversions, in a nondiscriminatory
manner. Finally, Verizon has
demonstrated that it has a line-sharing
and line-splitting provisioning process
that affords competitors
nondiscriminatory access to these
facilities.

11. In the Commission’s overview of
Verizon’s performance data, it relies
primarily on Vermont performance data
(supplemented with Massachusetts
data) collected and submitted by
Verizon under the state-adopted carrier-
to-carrier standards. Verizon provides
evidence and performance data
establishing that it can efficiently
furnish unbundled loops, for the
provision of both traditional voice
services and various advanced services,
to other carriers in a nondiscriminatory
manner.

12. Checklist Item 5 “ Unbundled
Local Transport. Section 271(c)(2)(B)(v)
of the competitive checklist requires a
BOC to provide “local transport from
the trunk side of a wireline local
exchange carrier switch unbundled from
switching or other services.” The
Commission concludes, as did the
Vermont Board that based upon the
evidence in the record, that Verizon
demonstrates that it provides both
shared and dedicated transport,
including dark fiber, in compliance with
the requirements of checklist item 5.

13. Checklist Item 13—Reciprocal
Compensation. Based on the evidence
in the record, the Commission
concludes that Verizon demonstrates
that it satisfies this checklist item.
While one commenter claims that
Verizon fails to meet the requirement of
checklist 13 to provide reciprocal
compensation for transport and
termination of local calls to competing
carriers, the Commission finds that the
commenter’s claim is not appropriately
resolved in a section 271 proceeding.

14. Checklist Items 3, 6-12, 14. An
applicant under section 271 must
demonstrate that it complies with
checklist item 3 (poles, ducts, conduits,
and rights of way), item 6 (unbundled
local switching), item 7 (911/E911
access and directory assistance/operator
services), item 8 (white page directory



Federal Register/Vol. 67, No. 81/Friday, April 26,

2002 / Notices 20773

listings), item 9 (numbering
administration), item 10 (databases and
associated signaling), item 11 (number
portability), item 12 (local dialing
parity), and item 14 (resale). Based on
the evidence in the record, and in
accordance with Commission rules and
orders concerning compliance with
section 271 of the Act, the Commission
concludes that Verizon demonstrates
that it is in compliance with these
checklist items in Vermont. The
Vermont Board also concluded that
Verizon complies with the requirements
of each of these checklist items.

Other Statutory Requirements

15. Section 272 Compliance. Verizon
has demonstrated that it complies with
the requirements of section 272.
Significantly, Verizon provides
evidence that it maintains the same
structural separation and
nondiscrimination safeguards in
Vermont as it does in Pennsylvania,
New York, Connecticut, and
Massachusetts—states in which Verizon
has already received section 271
authority.

16. Public Interest Analysis. The
Commission concludes that approval of
this application is consistent with the
public interest. The Commission views
the public interest requirement as an
opportunity to review the circumstances
presented by the application to ensure
that no other relevant factors exist that
would frustrate the congressional intent
that markets be open, as required by the
competitive checklist, and that the
applicant’s entry into the in-region,
interLATA market will therefore serve
the public interest as Congress expected.
While no one factor is dispositive in this
analysis, the Commission’s overriding
goal is to ensure that nothing
undermines its conclusion that markets
are open to competition.

17. The Commission finds that,
consistent with its extensive review of
the competitive checklist, barriers to
competitive entry in the local market
have been removed and the local
exchange market today is open to
competition. The Commission also finds
that the record confirms its view that a
BOC’s entry into the long distance
market will benefit consumers and
competition if the relevant local
exchange market is open to competition
consistent with the competitive
checklist. The Commission also finds
that the performance monitoring and
enforcement mechanisms developed in
Vermont, in combination with other
factors, provide meaningful assurance
that Verizon will continue to satisfy the
requirements of section 271 after
entering the long distance market.

18. Commenters urge the Commission
to perform a price squeeze analysis. The
Commission has reviewed the
commenters’ evidence of a price
squeeze, however, and determined that,
even if the Commission accepted their
assertions that a price squeeze analysis
is mandated by section 271’s public
interest requirement, no price squeeze is
present here. The commenters’ price
squeeze claims, focusing solely on entry
into the residential market using the
UNE-Platform, are insufficient to
demonstrate the existence of a price
squeeze that dooms them to failure
under the standard articulated by the
D.C. Circuit in Sprint v. FCC. Therefore,
the Commission concludes that there is
no evidence in the record that warrants
disapproval of this application based on
allegations of a price squeeze, whether
couched as discrimination under
checklist item two or a violation of the
public interest standard.

19. Section 271(d)(6) Enforcement
Authority. Working with the Vermont
Board, the Commission intends to
monitor closely post-entry compliance
and to enforce the provisions of section
271 using the various enforcement tools
Congress provided in the
Communications Act.

Federal Communications Commission.
William F. Caton,

Deputy Secretary.

[FR Doc. 02-10112 Filed 4-25-02; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 6712-01-P

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Report No. AUC-02—-44-B (Auction No. 44);
DA 02-563]

Auction of Licenses in the 698-746
MHz Band Scheduled for June 19,
2002; Notice and Filing Requirements,
Minimum Opening Bids, Upfront
Payments and Other Auction
Procedures

AGENCY: Federal Communications
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: This document announces the
procedures and minimum opening bids
for the upcoming auction of licenses in
the 698-746 MHz band scheduled for
June 19, 2002 (Auction No. 44). This
document is intended to familiarize
prospective bidders with the
Commission’s rules relating to the lower
700 MHz band auction.

DATES: Auction No. 44 is scheduled for
June 19, 2002.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Auctions and Industry Analysis

Division: Howard Davenport, Legal
Branch, or Lyle Ishida, Auctions
Operations Branch, at (202) 418-0660;
Linda Sanderson, Auctions Operations
Branch, at (717) 338-2888, Media
Contact: Meribeth McCarrick at (202)
418-0654, Commercial Wireless
Division: Amal Abdallah and Gary
Oshinsky, Policy and Rules Branch, or
Joanne Epps and Melvin Spann,
Licensing and Technical Analysis
Branch, at (202) 418—0620.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This is a
summary of the Auction No. 44
Procedures Public Notice released
March 20, 2002. The complete text of
the Auction No. 44 Procedures Public
Notice, including attachments, is
available for public inspection and
copying during regular business hours
at the FCC Reference Information
Center, Portals II, 445 12th Street, SW.,
Room CY-B402, Washington, DC 20554.
The Auction No. 44 Procedures Public
Notice may also be purchased from the
Commission’s duplicating contractor,
Qualex International, Portals II, 445
12th Street, SW., Room CY-B402,
Washington, DC, 20554, telephone (202)
863-2893, facsimile (202) 863—2898, or
via e-mail qualexint@aol.com.

1. General Information

A. Introduction

1. By the Auction No. 44 Procedures
Public Notice, the Wireless
Telecommunications Bureau (‘“Bureau’)
announces the procedures and
minimum opening bids for the
upcoming auction of licenses in the
698—746 MHz (“Lower 700 MHz”’) band
scheduled for June 19, 2002 (Auction
No. 44). On January 24, 2002, in
accordance with the Balanced Budget
Act of 1997, the Bureau released a
public notice seeking comment on
reserve prices or minimum opening bids
and the procedures to be used in
Auction No. 44. The Bureau received
eight comments and thirteen reply
comments in response to the Auction
No. 44 Comment Public Notice, 67 FR
5123 (February 4, 2002).

i. Background of Proceeding

2. On January 18, 2002, the
Commission released a 700 MHz Report
& Order, 67 FR 5491 (February 6, 2002),
which adopted allocation and service
rules for the Lower 700 MHz Band.
Specifically, the Commission
reallocated the entire 48 megahertz of
spectrum in the Lower 700 MHz Band
to fixed and mobile services and
retained the existing broadcast
allocation for both new broadcast
services and incumbent broadcast
services during their transition to digital
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