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1 In particular, the written request for confidential 
treatment that accompanies the comment must 
include the factual and legal basis for the request, 
and must identify the specific portions of the 
comment to be withheld from the public record. See 
FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR 4.9(c). 

Account 6621, Call completion 
services; 

Account 6622, Number services; 
Account 6623, Customer services; 
Account 6561, Depreciation expense- 

telecommunications plant in service; 
Account 6562, Depreciation expense- 

property held for future 
telecommunications use; 

Account 6563, Amortization expense- 
tangible; 

Account 6564, Amortization expense- 
intangible; and 

Account 6565, Amortization expense- 
other. 

These accounting changes are 
mandatory only for Class A Incumbent 
Local Exchange Carriers (ILECs). The 
reinstatement of these accounts imposed 
a minor increase in burden only Class 
A ILECs only. The Commission also 
established a recordkeeping requirement 
that Class A ILECs maintain subsidiary 
record categories for unbundled 
network element revenues, resale 
revenues, reciprocal compensation 
revenues, and other interconnection 
revenues in the accounts in which these 
revenues are currently recorded. The 
use of subsidiary record categories 
allows carriers to use whatever 
mechanisms they choose, including 
those currently in place, to identify the 
relevant amounts as long as the 
information can be made available to 
state and federal regulators upon 
request. The use of subsidiary record 
categories for interconnection revenue 
does not require massive changes to the 
ILECs’ accounting systems and is a far 
less burdensome alternative than the 
creation of new accounts and/or 
subaccounts. The information submitted 
to the Commission by carriers provides 
the necessary detail to enable the 
Commission to fulfill its regulatory 
responsibilities. 
Federal Communications Commission. 
Gloria J. Miles, 
Federal Register Liaison, Office of the 
Secretary, Office of Managing Director. 
[FR Doc. 2013–31178 Filed 12–27–13; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6712–01–P 

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 

[File No. 131 0163] 

Service Corporation International, and 
Stewart Enterprises, Inc.; Analysis of 
Agreement Containing Consent Orders 
To Aid Public Comment 

AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Proposed Consent Agreement. 

SUMMARY: The consent agreement in this 
matter settles alleged violations of 

federal law prohibiting unfair or 
deceptive acts or practices or unfair 
methods of competition. The attached 
Analysis of Agreement Containing 
Consent Orders to Aid Public Comment 
describes both the allegations in the 
draft complaint and the terms of the 
consent orders—embodied in the 
consent agreement—that would settle 
these allegations. 
DATES: Comments must be received on 
or before January 22, 2014. 
ADDRESSES: Interested parties may file a 
comment at https://
ftcpublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
scistewartconsent online or on paper, by 
following the instructions in the 
Request for Comment part of the 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION section 
below. Write ‘‘Service Corporation 
International and Stewart Enterprises, 
Inc.—Consent Agreement; File No. 131 
0163’’ on your comment and file your 
comment online at https://
ftcpublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
scistewartconsent by following the 
instructions on the web-based form. If 
you prefer to file your comment on 
paper, mail or deliver your comment to 
the following address: Federal Trade 
Commission, Office of the Secretary, 
Room H–113 (Annex D), 600 
Pennsylvania Avenue NW., Washington, 
DC 20580. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Jill 
Frumin, Bureau of Competition, (202– 
326–2758), 600 Pennsylvania Avenue 
NW., Washington, DC 20580. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to Section 6(f) of the Federal Trade 
Commission Act, 15 U.S.C. 46(f), and 
FTC Rule 2.34, 16 CFR 2.34, notice is 
hereby given that the above-captioned 
consent agreement containing a consent 
order to cease and desist, having been 
filed with and accepted, subject to final 
approval, by the Commission, has been 
placed on the public record for a period 
of thirty (30) days. The following 
Analysis to Aid Public Comment 
describes the terms of the consent 
agreement, and the allegations in the 
complaint. An electronic copy of the 
full text of the consent agreement 
package can be obtained from the FTC 
Home Page (for December 23, 2013), on 
the World Wide Web, at http://
www.ftc.gov/os/actions.shtm. A paper 
copy can be obtained from the FTC 
Public Reference Room, Room 130–H, 
600 Pennsylvania Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20580, either in person 
or by calling (202) 326–2222. 

You can file a comment online or on 
paper. For the Commission to consider 
your comment, we must receive it on or 
before January 22, 2014. Write ‘‘Service 
Corporation International and Stewart 

Enterprises, Inc.—Consent Agreement; 
File No. 131 0163’’ on your comment. 
Your comment—including your name 
and your state—will be placed on the 
public record of this proceeding, 
including, to the extent practicable, on 
the public Commission Web site, at 
http://www.ftc.gov/os/
publiccomments.shtm. As a matter of 
discretion, the Commission tries to 
remove individuals’ home contact 
information from comments before 
placing them on the Commission Web 
site. 

Because your comment will be made 
public, you are solely responsible for 
making sure that your comment does 
not include any sensitive personal 
information, like anyone’s Social 
Security number, date of birth, driver’s 
license number or other state 
identification number or foreign country 
equivalent, passport number, financial 
account number, or credit or debit card 
number. You are also solely responsible 
for making sure that your comment does 
not include any sensitive health 
information, like medical records or 
other individually identifiable health 
information. In addition, do not include 
any ‘‘[t]rade secret or any commercial or 
financial information which . . . is 
privileged or confidential,’’ as discussed 
in Section 6(f) of the FTC Act, 15 U.S.C. 
46(f), and FTC Rule 4.10(a)(2), 16 CFR 
4.10(a)(2). In particular, do not include 
competitively sensitive information 
such as costs, sales statistics, 
inventories, formulas, patterns, devices, 
manufacturing processes, or customer 
names. 

If you want the Commission to give 
your comment confidential treatment, 
you must file it in paper form, with a 
request for confidential treatment, and 
you have to follow the procedure 
explained in FTC Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR 
4.9(c).1 Your comment will be kept 
confidential only if the FTC General 
Counsel, in his or her sole discretion, 
grants your request in accordance with 
the law and the public interest. 

Postal mail addressed to the 
Commission is subject to delay due to 
heightened security screening. As a 
result, we encourage you to submit your 
comments online. To make sure that the 
Commission considers your online 
comment, you must file it at https://
ftcpublic.commentworks.com/ftc/
scistewartconsent by following the 
instructions on the web-based form. If 
this Notice appears at http://
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www.regulations.gov/#!home, you also 
may file a comment through that Web 
site. 

If you file your comment on paper, 
write ‘‘Service Corporation International 
and Stewart Enterprises, Inc.—Consent 
Agreement; File No. 131 0163’’ on your 
comment and on the envelope, and mail 

http://www.ftc.gov/ftc/privacy.htm
http://www.regulations.gov/#!home
http://www.ftc.gov
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California (Catholic); (6) Palmdale/
Lancaster, California; (7) Northern San 
Diego, California; (8) Southern and 
Eastern San Diego, California; (9) 
Clearwater, Florida; (10) Jacksonville, 
Florida; (11) Miami-Dade County 
(Homestead), Florida; (12) Miami-Dade 
County (Miami), Florida; (13) Ocala, 
Florida; (14) Orlando, Florida; (15) Port 
St. Lucie, Florida; (16) Tampa, Florida 
(Hispanic); (17) Overland Park, Kansas; 
(18) South Kansas City, Kansas/
Missouri; (19) New Orleans, Louisiana; 
(20) West Jackson, Mississippi; (21) 
North Kansas City, Missouri; (22) New 
Bern, North Carolina; (23) Raleigh, 
North Carolina; (24) Columbia, South 
Carolina; (25) Nashville, Tennessee; (26) 
Dallas, Texas; (27) Southeast Fort 
Worth, Texas; (28) Arlington- 
Alexandria, Virginia; and (29) 
Washington, DC/Maryland suburbs 
(Jewish). 

The 30 geographic markets in which 
to analyze the effects of the Merger with 
respect to cemetery services are: (1) 
South San Diego, California; (2) 
Jacksonville, Florida; (3) Miami-Dade 
County, Florida; (4) Ocala, Florida; (5) 
West Orlando, Florida; (6) Port St. 
Lucie, Florida; (7) Spring Hill/Hudson, 
Florida; (8) St. Petersburg/Largo, 
Florida; (9) Tampa, Florida; (10) Atlanta 
(Cobb County), Georgia; (11) Atlanta 
(Fairburn/College Park), Georgia; (12) 
Atlanta (Henry County), Georgia; (13) 
New Orleans, Louisiana; (14) Annapolis, 
Maryland; (15) Baltimore, Maryland; 
(16) North Kansas City, Missouri; (17) 
South Kansas City, Kansas/Missouri; 
(18) High Point, North Carolina; (19) 
Raleigh, North Carolina; (20) 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania; (21) 
Greenville, South Carolina; (22) 
Kingsport, Tennessee; (23) Knoxville, 
Tennessee; (24) Dallas, Texas; (25) 
South Dallas, Texas (African American); 
(26) Southeast Fort Worth, Texas; (27) 
Houston, Texas; (28) Northwest 
Richmond, Virginia; (29) South 
Richmond, Virginia; and (30) 
Kearneysville, West Virginia. 

Each of the relevant funeral and 
cemetery services markets is highly 
concentrated, and the proposed Merger 
would significantly increase market 
concentration and eliminate substantial 
direct competition between two 
significant funeral and cemetery 
services providers. Under the 
Herfindahl-Hirschman Index (‘‘HHI’’), 
which is the standard measure of market 
concentration under the 2010 
Department of Justice and Federal Trade 
Commission Merger Guidelines, an 
acquisition is presumed to create or 
enhance market power or facilitate its 
exercise if it increases by more than 200 
points and results in a post-acquisition 

HHI that exceeds 2,500 points. SCI’s 
merger with Stewart creates market 
concentration levels well in excess of 
these thresholds in the local markets 
listed above. 

The anticompetitive implications of 
such significant increases are reinforced 
by evidence of intense head-to-head 
competition that would be eliminated 
by the proposed Merger. This 
competition between SCI and Stewart 
benefits consumers in the form of lower 
prices, improved products, and better 
service. Left unremedied, the proposed 
Merger likely would cause 
anticompetitive harm by enabling SCI to 
profit by unilaterally raising the prices 
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