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1 The comment must be accompanied by an 
explicit request for confidential treatment, 
including the factual and legal basis for the request, 
and must identify the specific portions of the 
comment to be withheld from the public record. 
The request will be granted or denied by the 
Commission’s General Counsel, consistent with 
applicable law and the public interest. See 
Commission Rule 4.9(c), 16 CFR 4.9(c). 

the following new airworthiness 
directive (AD): 
McDonnell Douglas: Docket No. FAA–2006– 

24585; Directorate Identifier 2004–NM– 
275–AD. 

Comments Due Date 
(a) The FAA must receive comments on 

this AD action by June 15, 2006. 

Affected ADs 
(b) This AD supersedes AD 2003–03–08. 

Applicability 
(c) This AD applies to the McDonnell 

Douglas airplanes identified in Table 1 of this 32F (C
November 21, 2001: Within 18 months after 
March 7, 2003 (the effective date AD 2003– 
03–08), perform a one-time general visual 
inspection of the disconnect panel at station 
Y=237.000 in the left forward cargo 
compartment to find evidence of 
contamination (e.g., staining or corrosion) of 
electrical connectors by blue water, and to 
determine if a dripshield is installed over the 
disconnect panel. Do this inspection 
according to the Accomplishment 
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 
DC9–24A190, Revision 01, excluding 
Evaluation Form, dated November 21, 2001. 

(1) If no evidence of contamination of 
electrical connectors is found, and a 
dripshield is installed, no further action is 
required by this AD. 

(2) If any evidence of contamination of any 
electrical connector is found: Before further 
flight, remove each affected connector, and 
install a new or serviceable connector 
according to the service bulletin. 

(3) If no dripshield is installed over the 
disconnect panel: Before further flight, install 
a dripshield according to the service bulletin. 

Previously Accomplished Inspections and 
Corrective Actions 

(g) Inspections and corrective actions 
accomplished before March 7, 2003, in 
accordance with the Accomplishment 
Instructions of Boeing Alert Service Bulletin 
DC9–24A190, dated July 31, 2001, are 
considered acceptable for compliance with 
the corresponding action specified in 
paragraph (f) of this AD. 

New Requirements of this AD 

One-Time Inspection and Corrective Actions 

(h) For airplanes other than those 
identified in paragraph (f) of this AD: Within 
18 months after the effective date of this AD, 
do the one-time general visual inspection and 
applicable corrective actions specified in 
paragraph (f) of this AD, in accordance with 
Boeing Alert Service Bulletin DC9–24A190, 
Revision 2, dated October 12, 2004. The 
applicable corrective actions must be done 
before further flight. 

Alternative Methods of Compliance (AMOCs) 
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40 See 69 FR at 45583; see also 68 FR 16238, 
16243 n.53 (April 3, 2003). 

41 See 68 FR at 16243 n.53. 
42 Id. 

Rule Notice of Proposed Rule Making. 
69 FR 23701, 23704 (April 30, 2004). 

As for compliance requirements, 
small and large entities subject to the 
revised fee rule will pay the same rates 
to obtain access to the National Do Not 
Call Registry in order to reconcile their 
calling lists with the phone numbers 
maintained in the National Registry. As 
noted earlier, however, compliance 
costs for small entities are not 
anticipated to have a significant impact 
on small entities, to the extent the 
Commission believes that compliance 
costs for those entities will be largely 
minimized by their ability to obtain data 
for up to five area codes at no charge. 

E. Duplication With Other Federal Rules 

None. 

F. Discussion of Significant Alternatives 

The Commission recognizes that 
alternatives to the proposed revised fee 
are possible. For example, instead of a 
fee based on the number of area codes 
that a telemarketer accesses from the 
National Registry, access could be 
provided on the basis of a flat fee 
regardless of the number of area codes 
accessed. The Commission believes, 
however, that these alternatives would 
likely impose greater costs on small 
businesses, to the extent they are more 
likely to access fewer area codes than 
larger entities. 

Another alternative the Commission 
has considered entails providing small 
businesses with free access to the 
National Registry.40 This alternative 
would require entities seeking an 
exemption from the fees to submit 
information regarding their annual 
revenues, to determine whether they 
meet the statutory threshold to be 
classified a small business and exempt 
from the fees. The Commission 
continues to believe, however, ‘‘an 
alternative approach that would provide 
small business with exemptive relief 
more directly tied to size status would 
not balance the private and pub 1 .112 Tw
eter ach sikprivyey areouldtabdirorannual ëë40
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