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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]
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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]|
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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-Siid; 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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