UNIVERSAL SERVICE FUND

OVERVIEW AND ANALYSIS OF 1999 DATA SUBMISSION


I.
BACKGROUND


Section 36.613 of the Commission’s rules requires the National Exchange Carrier Association, Inc. (NECA) to file specific Universal Service Fund (USF) cost and expense adjustment information annually with the Commission and the permanent administrator on October 1.
  This information is compiled from data supplied to NECA by incumbent local exchange carriers (ILECs) as specified in section 36.611 of the Commission’s rules.


The instant 1999 USF data submission is based upon ILEC data calculated as of December 31, 1998.  These data are displayed on both a nationwide basis and by study area.  This filing contains the unseparated loop cost and annual high cost expense adjustment for the study period, as well as both dollar amounts and percent change in unseparated loop costs for the previous four years.
 

II.
DATA COLLECTION PROCESS


NECA utilizes a mechanized data collection process that allows ILECs or their authorized consultants to enter and review data for consistency.  This system uses an extensive set of edit and range controls to check data for reasonableness by automatically comparing new data to prior year data.  Each system user is alerted to significant variances through automated reporting that identifies unusual data and requires explanations, which NECA reviews for compliance purposes.  Where necessary, additional supporting material is obtained.


ILECs submitted data to NECA on July 30, 1999.  The ILECs included with their data submission signed letters of certification attesting to the accuracy of their data.
  NECA reviewed these data for accuracy and conformance with Commission rules.  As part of its data integrity review process, NECA reconciles USF data to financial records underlying exchange carrier cost studies.  Prior to the submission of the instant data, this process has been completed for the Tier 1 study areas.  When errors are detected, corrections are made to USF data and expense adjustments are then re-computed.


NECA requires ILECs to provide explanations or corroborating information to substantiate questionable data and/or significant increases/decreases from the prior year amounts.  NECA staff reviewed ILEC responses for reasonableness and, where necessary, contacted ILECs to correct discrepancies. For the second consecutive year, NECA has determined that data reported by a small independent telephone company was inconsistent with Commission rules. Moultrie Independent Telephone Company has refused to adequately justify these data or provide corrections and a revised certification statement. While NECA has included these data in this submission, Moultrie has not certified its submission, as required.

III.
RESULTS OF 1999 USF SUBMISSION

NECA calculated the unseparated cost per loop pursuant to sections 36.621 and 36.622 of the Commission’s rules.
  As a result of the Commission’s Universal Service Order released on May 8, 1997, Total Corporate Operations Expenses assigned to the USF Loop Cost calculation have been limited to the lesser of the actual average monthly per-line Corporate Operations Expenses or the amount computed by the prescribed formula.
  In addition to individual ILEC study area loop costs being adjusted for this limitation, the National Average Cost per Loop is adjusted as well.
 


Starting this year, the National Average Cost per Loop will no longer be calculated from company data. Commission rules require that the National Average Cost per Loop is based on the prior year amount adjusted for inflation by the Gross Domestic Product – Chained Price Index (GDP-CPI).
 The National Average Cost per Loop for 2000 is $247.98, calculated by using the National Average Cost per Loop for 1999 ($245.47) multiplied by the GDP-CPI factor of 1.010218.


Under the rules in effect for 1999, the National Average Cost per Loop based on calendar year 1998 data reported by all carriers would be $239.48, which is $6.00 less than the National Average Cost per Loop of $245.48 calculated from 1997 data reported by all carriers.
  If the limitation on Corporate Operations Expenses had not been instituted, the National Average Cost per Loop based on 1998 data from all carriers would have been $239.80, an increase of $0.32 over the National Average Cost per Loop of $239.48.

Business-As-Usual Total Industry Fund

Under the rules governing current USF expense adjustment payments, growth in the fund is limited to the percent of growth in USF loops for all incumbent local exchange carriers.
  NECA is required to compute expense adjustment levels based on the data provided by the companies, adjusted for those study areas with Corporate Operations Expenses that exceed the limitation in the rules.
 Then NECA compares the results to the available funds developed under the indexed cap methodology.  Expense adjustment amounts are the lesser of the actual payment or the capped amount for the applicable period.  

NECA estimates that the cap for all incumbent local exchange carriers would be $893.8 Million for 2000 payments.   The individual study area expense adjustment calculations for 2000 total $1,026.5 Million based on year-end 1998 data, hence payments of expense adjustments would be limited as a result of the indexed cap.
  Actual 2000 expense adjustment amounts paid to individual study areas may be further changed subject to individual company capping of expense adjustment levels resulting from Commission orders
, optional quarterly updates permitted by the Commission’s rules
  and to correct errors and omissions in the data should they occur. 

Rural Companies-Only Fund

Under the rules governing USF expense adjustment payments scheduled to go into effect January 1, 2000, payments are limited to rural companies and growth in the fund is limited to the percent of growth in USF loops of rural companies.
  NECA is required to compute expense adjustment levels based on the data provided by these rural companies, adjusted for those study areas with Corporate Operations Expenses that exceed the limitation in the rules.
 Then NECA compares the results to the available funds developed under the indexed cap methodology for rural companies.  Expense adjustment amounts are the lesser of the actual payment or the capped amount for the applicable period.

NECA estimates that the cap for rural incumbent local exchange carriers would be $792.9 Million for 2000 payments.   The individual study area expense adjustment calculations for 2000 total $810.4 Million based on year-end 1998 data, hence payments of expense adjustments would be limited as a result of the indexed cap. Actual 2000 expense adjustment amounts paid to individual study areas may be further changed subject to individual company capping of expense adjustment levels resulting from Commission orders, optional quarterly updates permitted by the Commission’s rules  and to correct errors and omissions in the data should they occur. 

Key Statistics for 1997 and 1998 USF Data


The following tables display the percentage changes between 1997 and 1998 data for key statistics impacting the Universal Service Fund. These data include the impact of both the limitation on Corporate Operations Expenses and the indexed cap on Expense Adjustment growth for Total Industry and Rural Companies-Only Funds.

The average schedule data included in this filing are consistent with NECA's 2000 Modification of Average Schedule Universal Service Formulas (filed October 1, 1999). USF payments to Average Schedule companies,  based on the NACPL used for the Total Industry fund calculation described above, and after application of the overall interim "cap" on USF funding and any applicable individual company caps, are estimated to be approximately $15.9 million.

Key Statistics for 1997 and 1998 USF Data 

Total Industry

Category
1997
1998
% Change

Unseparated Revenue Requirement
$42,679.5M
$43,063.6M
0.90%

USF Loops
173.9M
179.8M
3.43%

Cost per Loop

$252.22
$251.76
-0.18 %

Expense Adjustment
  (<= 200 K Lines)
$787.2M
$823.6M
4.63%

Expense Adjustment     (> 200 K Lines)
$69.8M
$70.2M
0.57%

Expense Adjustment
           (Total)
$856.9M
$893.8M
4.30%

Rural Companies-Only
Category
1997
1998
% Change

Unseparated Revenue Requirement
$4,921.1M
$5,176.7M
5.19%

USF Loops
13.9M
14.6M
5.25%

Cost per Loop
NA
$250.63
NA

Expense Adjustment  (<= 200 K Lines)
$740.3M
$787.0M
6.31%

Expense Adjustment     (> 200 K Lines)
$5.7M
$5.8M
 2.54%

Expense Adjustment          (Total)
$746.0M
$792.8M
6.28%

Study Area Waiver Limitations

The following tables display companies subject to specific limitations on USF payments as a result of study area waiver orders. The first table contains study areas with limitations that have been ended effective January 1, 2000, by Commission Order.
 The second table contains study areas with limitations that will be applied to expense adjustment payments for 2000.

Study Areas Waiver Limitations Ended Effective January 1, 2000

SAC
SA Name
MO&O

Released
USF Limit or

Maximum Increase

613023
United Utilities

12/1/94
Max Increase          $81,042

452176
Valley Tel. Coop.

2/21/95
Max Increase                   $0

452226
Midvale Tel. Exchange

2/21/95
Max Increase                   $0

453334
Table Top Tel.

2/21/95
USF Limit            $219,292

420463
BPS Tel. Co.

1/17/96
USF Limit            $207,535

381604
BEK Comm. Coop.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $407,534

381607
Consolidated Tel. Coop.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $900,294

381610
Dakota Central Telecomm. Coop.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $312,079

381611
Dickey Rural Tel.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $350,780

381614
Gilby Tel. Co.

4/4/96
USF Limit              $63,716

381615
Griggs County Tel.

4/4/96
USF Limit                       $0

381616
Inter-Community Tel.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $311,304

381622
Moore & Liberty Tel.

4/4/96
USF Limit                $2,979

381625
Northwest Comm. Coop.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $171,807

381631
Red River Rural Tel.

4/4/96
USF Limit              $84,313

381632
Reservation Tel. Coop.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $371,679

381636
United Tel. Mutual Aid Coop.

4/4/96
USF Limit                       $0

381637
West River Telecomm. Coop.

4/4/96
USF Limit         $2,171,800

381638
York Tel.

4/4/96
USF Limit                       $0

391676
Sanborn Tel. Coop.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391679
Stockholm-Stranburg Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit            $113,874

391680
Sully Buttes Tel. Coop.

4/11/96
USF Limit            $222,510

391685
Valley Telecomm. Coop.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

140069
Waitsfield-Fayston Tel. Co.

6/14/96
USF Limit         $1,819,419

143331
Northland Tel. Co.

6/14/96
USF Limit            $547,800

492264
Leaco Rural Tel. Coop.

7/11/96
USF Limit            $616,053

492265
Tularosa Basin Tel. Co.

7/11/96
USF Limit            $148,700

472213
Albion Tel. Co.

8/29/96
USF Limit            $713,951

472215
Cambridge Tel. Co.

8/29/96
USF Limit            $310,748

472222
Fremont Tel. Co.

8/29/96
USF Limit         $1,268,662

472226
Midvale Tel. Exch.

8/29/96
USF Limit            $350,367

472232
Rockland Tel. Co.

8/29/96
USF Limit            $454,213

Study Areas Waiver Limitations Applied To 2000 Expense Adjustment Payments 

SAC
SA Name
MO&O

Released
USF Limit or

Maximum Increase

462209
Wiggins Tel. Assoc.

8/10/93
Max Increase          $10,000

553304
Humboldt Tel.

9/14/94
Max Increase        $381,768

351337
Winnebago Coop. Tel. Assoc.

12/1/94
Max Increase            $1,000

432018
Pioneer Tel. Coop.

12/1/94
Max Increase     $1,197,540

542308
Citizens Utilities- CA

12/6/94
Max Increase        $839,796

462185
Eagle Tel.

1/5/95
Max Increase   $18,100,000

442071
Five Area Tel. Coop.

6/30/95
USF Limit         $1,102,682

442046
Cap Rock Tel. Coop.

7/10/95
USF Limit            $364,881

442141
Santa Rosa Tel. Coop.

8/7/95
Max Increase                   $0

442041
Brazos Tel. Coop.

8/8/95
Max Increase                   $0

532361
Tel. Util. of Eastern Oregon

8/11/95
USF Limit       $11,518,848

522408
Tel. Util. of WA

8/11/95
USF Limit       $14,547,292

420472
Cass County Tel. Co.

1/17/96
USF Limit         $1,626,277

421866
Ozark Tel. Co.

1/17/96
USF Limit            $530,480

442046
Cap Rock

4/2/96
USF Limit            $480,112

442052
Central Texas

4/2/96
USF Limit         $2,044,066

442076
Ganado Tel.

4/2/96
USF Limit            $632,666

442083
Guadalupe Valley Tel.

4/2/96
USF Limit         $2,219,416

442090
Alenco Comm.

4/2/96
USF Limit            $880,041

442112
Mid-Plains Rural Tel. Coop.

4/2/96
USF Limit            $689,559

442130
Peoples Tel. Coop.

4/2/96
USF Limit         $1,031,005

381447
North Dakota Tel.

4/4/96
USF Limit            $303,861

391640
Armour Independent Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391643
Golden West Comm.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391654
Interstate Telecomm. Coop.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391657
Splitrock Telecomm. Coop.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391660
Mt. Rushmore Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391661
Hanson County Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391664
James Valley Tel. Coop.

4/11/96
USF Limit            $178,020

391668
Kennebec Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit            $178,410

391670
Midstate Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit              $60,558

391671
Mobridge Telcomm.

4/11/96
USF Limit                       $0

391674
Roberts County Tel. Coop.

4/11/96
USF Limit            $104,190

391688
Western Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit              $31,765

391689
West River Coop. Tel.

4/11/96
USF Limit            $265,007

147332
Vermont Tel.

6/14/96
USF Limit         $1,045,558

411835
Sunflower Tel.

6/14/96
USF Limit         $1,286,392

502283
Skyline Tel.

6/14/96
USF Limit                       $0

502286
So. Central Utah

6/14/96
USF Limit            $367,051

492272
Roosevelt County Rural Coop.

7/11/96
USF Limit            $857,130

411875
J.B.N. Tel.

7/17/96
USF Limit         $1,184,180

472231
Project Mutual

8/12/96
USF Limit                       $0

411827
S & T Tel. Coop.

8/30/96
USF Limit         $2,842,836

411777
Golden Belt Tel. Assn.

10/25/96
USF Limit            $260,426

452169
San Carlos Apache Telecom. Util.

11/8/96
USF Limit         $1,079,602

452191
Accipiter Comm.

11/14/96
USF Limit            $604,383

371516
Arapahoe Tel. Co.

11/15/96
USF Limit            $155,517

371574
Nebraska Central Tel. Co.

11/15/96
USF Limit            $206,064

371577
Great Plains Comm., Inc.

11/15/96
USF Limit         $1,230,848

522418
Pend Oreille Tel. Co.

1/10/97
USF Limit            $808,463

100003
Lincolnville Tel. Co.

2/3/97
USF Limit            $549,442

100025
Standish Tel. Co.

2/3/97
USF Limit         $1,222,475

103313
Northland Tel. Co. of Maine

2/3/97
USF Limit         $1,692,050

103315
Mid Maine Telecom., Inc.

2/3/97
USF Limit            $543,639

351106
Alpine Comm.

2/14/97
USF Limit            $224,391

351888
Grand River Mutual Tel. Co.

2/14/97
USF Limit                       $0

472295
Silver Star Tel. Co., Inc. - IA

3/12/97
USF Limit         $1,338,773

�	47 C.F.R. §36.613.


�	47 C.F.R. § 36.611.  As with prior USF data submissions, data from all ILECs are included with this filing.


�	Individual ILEC data items for 5 years (current submission and latest view of four prior years) are provided on data diskettes, as well as the paper copy included here.  Expense adjustment amounts displayed for 1997, 1998, 1999 and 2000, based on 1995, 1996, 1997 and 1998 cost data, respectively, are based on payments determined by the “indexed” cap methodology instituted by the Commission in its December 23, 1993 Order.  (See Amendment of Part 36 of the Commission’s Rules And Establishment of a Joint Board, Report and Order, 9 FCC Rcd 303 (1993); see also 47 C.F.R. § 36.601(c)and § 36.622 (a) and (c)).  Expense adjustment amounts displayed for 1996, based on 1994 cost data, are computed using actual ILEC data, since the total expense adjustments for all recipients were less than the amount calculated using the indexed cap rules.


�	Section 69.601 of the Commission’s rules, 47 C.F.R. § 69.601, requires that all data submissions made to NECA must be accompanied by a certification statement signed by the officer or employee responsible for overall preparation of the data submission.  See 47 C.F.R. § 69.601 (c) and  Safeguards to Improve the Administration of the Interstate Access Tariff and Revenue Distribution Processes, CC Docket No.  93-6, RM 7736, and Consideration of NECA’s Incentive Compensation Plan, AAD 95-34, Report and Order and Order to Show Cause, 10 FCC Rcd 6243, 6264  (1995).   NECA has required certification for all USF data reported since 1990.


� 	47 C.F.R. § 69.601 (c)  requires that "(a)ll data submissions to the association required by this title shall be accompanied by the following certification statement signed by the officer or employee responsible for the overall preparation for the data submission… ."  (pro forma certification omitted)





�	47 C.F.R. §§ 36.621 and 36.622.


�	47 C.F.R. § 36.621.


�	Id. To reflect the limitation on the Benefits portion of the Corporate Operations Expenses, NECA modified the USF Loop Cost Algorithm (see Tab 3) by moving the Benefits portion of Corporate Operations Expenses from Line 21 of the Algorithm, where they were formerly included to Line 19.  Line 19 now contains all of the Corporate Operations Expenses subject to the limitation.    


� 	47 C.F.R. . §§  36.601 





� 	Gross Domestic Product: Second Quarter 1999 (Advance), Commerce Department’s Bureau of Economic Analysis News Release, July 29, 1999


�	NECA maintains an on-going program of reviewing USF data submitted by ILECs.  When data errors or omissions are detected, corrections are made.  The “current view” of the prior year’s data submission reflects the data filed in last year’s annual USF submission updated for these corrections.  For year end 1997 data, these corrections were minimal.  The five-year trend data included in this filing at Tab 10 are based on current view data.


�	47 C.F.R. § 36.601 (c).


� 	47 C.F.R. § 36.621 (a) (4)





�	Expense adjustment levels included at Tabs 7 & 8 infra reflects a comparison of capped rural-only, capped total indusrtry, uncapped total industry and unlimited Corporate Operations Expense amounts.  Expense adjustment levels included at Tabs 5 (USF3010), 6 (USF3013) and 10 (USF4030) reflect the result of the imposition of the USF indexed cap on all incumbent local exchange carriers.


�	The Commission approved numerous study area waiver requests resulting from 1994, 1995, 1996 and  1997 merger and acquisition activity between exchange carriers.  Generally, the requests were granted, subject in some cases to limitations on the level of USF resulting from the property transaction. A report of those transactions that occurred in 1994, 1995, 1996 and 1997, on which 2000 payment limitations will be placed, is included at the end of this section.


�	See 47 C.F.R. §§ 36.612 and 36.622.


�	47 C.F.R. § 36.601 (c).


� 	47 C.F.R. § 36.621 (a) (4)





�	Cost per loop is based on actual unseparated revenue requirement, except where limited by the Corporate Operations Expense limitation, divided by total loops.


�	Expense adjustment amounts for 1999 and 2000 are based on a national average cost per loop of $252.22 and $251.76 respectively, the current imputed levels required to cap the fund at $864.2 Million for 1999 and $893.8 Million for 2000.


�	The difference between the total expense adjustment for 1997 data (1999 payments) and the 1999 USF indexed cap of $864.2 Million is attributable to quarterly updates.


� 	See In the Matters of  Petitions for Waiver and Reconsideration Concerning Sections 36.611, 36.612, 61.41(c)(2), 69.605 (c), 69.3  (e)(11), and the Definition of "Study Area" Contained in Part 36 Appendix-Glossary of the Commission's Rules Filed by Copper Valley Telephone;  Midvale Telephone Exchange;  Table Top Telephone Company; and US West Communications (AAD No. 93-93);   and BEK Communications I;  CTC Communications;  Dakota Central Telecom I;  and West River Communications (AAD No. 95-72);  and Champlain Valley Telecom, and Northland Telephone Company of Vermont (AAD No. 95-30);  and Table Top Telephone Company (AAD No. 97-21);   and Midvale Telephone Exchange (AAD No. 97-23);  and BEK Communications I;  CTC Communications;  Dakota Central Telecom I;  Dickey Rural Communications;  Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative;  Gilby Telephone Company;  Griggs County Telephone Company;  Inter-Community Telephone Company II;  Moore & Liberty Telephone Company; Northwest Communications Cooperative;  Red River Telecom, Inc;  RTC II;  Turtle Mountain Communications;  US West Communications;  and New York Telephone Company (AAD 97-117);  and Tularosa Basin Telephone Company (AAD 98-44);  and Sanborn Telephone Cooperative;  Sancom, Inc.  Stockholm-Strandburg Telephone Company;  Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative;  Valley Cable & Satellite Communications;  Valley Telecommunications Cooperative Association;  and Venture Communications (AAD 98-44);  and Albion Telephone Company;  BPS Telephone Company;  Cambridge Telephone Co.;  Fremont Telecom;  Leaco Rural Telephone Cooperative;  Midvale Telepohone Exchange;  Rockland Telephone Company;  South Central Communications;  Table Top Telephone;  Tularosa Basin Telephone Company;  United Utilities;  and West River Telephone Cooperative (AAD 98-53) ;  Memorandum Opinion and Order on Reconsideration;  AAD Nos. 93-93;  95-72;  95-30;  97-21;  97-23;  97-117;  98-44;  98-53;  DA 99-1845,  released September 9, 1999.





�  	See United Utilities, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 9 FCC Rcd 7793, 7794 (1994).


�  	See U S WEST Communications, Inc., Copper Valley Telephone, Inc., Midvale Telephone Exchange and Table Top Telephone Company, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 10 FCC Rcd 3373, 3376 (1995).


� 	Id.


�  	Id.


�  	See BPS Telephone Company, Cass County Telephone Company, GTE Midwest Incorporated, and Ozark Telephone Company, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 1815, 1818 (1996).


� 	See BEK Communications I, Inc., CTC Communications, Inc.; Dakota Central Telecom I, Inc.; Dickey Rural Communications, Inc.; Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative, Gilby Telephone Company, Griggs County Telephone Company, Inter�Community Telephone Company II, Inc., Moore & Liberty Telephone Company, North Dakota Telephone Company, Northwest Communications Cooperative, Red River Telecom, Inc., RTC II, Inc., Turtle Mountain Communications, Inc., U S West Communications, Inc., United Telephone Mutual Aid Cooperative, West River Communications, Inc. and York Telephone Company , Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 10855, 10865 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	See Accent Communications, Inc., Armour Independent Telephone Company, Bridgewater�Canistota Independent Telephone Company, Dakota Cooperative Telecommunications, Inc., Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc., Fort Randall Telephone Company, Golden West Telephone Properties, Inc., G.W.S., Inc., Hanson Communications, Inc., Hanson Communications, Inc. d/b/a McCook Telecom, Hanson County Telephone, Inc., Heartland Communications, Inc., Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc., James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company, Kennebec Telephone Company, Inc., McCook Cooperative Telephone Company, Midstate Telephone Company, Mobridge Telecommunications Company; RC Communications, Inc.; Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association; Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Sancom, Inc., Splitrock Properties, Inc., Splitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc., State Line Telecommunications, Inc., Stockholm�Strandburg Telephone Co., Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc., U S West Communications, Inc., Valley Cable & Satellite Communications, Inc., Valley Telecommunications Cooperative Association, Inc., Venture Communications, Inc., West River Cooperative Telephone Company, West River Telecommunications Cooperative and Western Telephone Company, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 11513, 11528 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	See Champlain Valley Telecom, Inc., Northland Telephone Company of Vermont, and Vermont Telephone Company, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 7111, 7119 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	See Leaco Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Roosevelt County Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Tularosa Basin Telephone Company, Inc., and U S WEST Communications, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 8066, 8072 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	See Albion Telephone Co., Cambridge Telephone Co., Inc. Fremont Telcom Co., Midvale Telephone Exchange, Inc., Rockland Telephone Co., Inc., and U S WEST Communications, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 10138, 10142 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	See U S WEST Communications, Inc.  and Wiggins Telephone Association, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 8 FCC Rcd 6229, 6230 (1993).


�  	See Nevada Bell and Oregon-Idaho Utilities, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 9 FCC Rcd 5236, 5238 (1994).


�  	See GTE Midwest Incorporated and Winnebago Cooperative Telephone Association, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 9 FCC Rcd 7789, 7791 (1994).


�  	See GTE Southwest Incorporated and Pioneer Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 9 FCC Rcd 7785, 7787 (1994).


�  	See Citizens Utilities Company, GTE Northwest Incorporated and GTE California Incorporated, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 10 FCC Rcd 47, 49 (1994).


�  	See U S WEST Communications, Inc., and Eagle Telecommunications, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 10 FCC Rcd 1771, 1775 (1995).


� 	See GTE Southwest Incorporated, Five Area Telephone Cooperative, Inc.  and West Plains Telecommunications, L.L.C., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 10 FCC Rcd 13246, 13249 (1994).


�  	See GTE Southwest Incorporated and Cap Rock Telephone Company, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 10 FCC Rcd 7602, 7604 (1994).


�  	See GTE Southwest Incorporated and Santa Rosa Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 3245, 3249 (1995).


� 	See GTE Southwest Incorporated, Brazos Telecommunications, Inc.  and Brazos Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 5536, 5541 (1995).


� 	See U S WEST Communications, Inc., Pacific Telecom, Inc.  and Telephone Utilities of Eastern Oregon, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 10 FCC Rcd 9996, 9998 (1995).


�  	See U S WEST Communications, Inc., Pacific Telecom, Inc.  and Telephone Utilities of Washington, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 10 FCC Rcd 10570, 10572 (1995).


� 	See BPS Telephone Company, Cass County Telephone Company, GTE Midwest Incorporated, and Ozark Telephone Company, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 1815, 1818 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	See Alenco Communications, Inc., Cap Rock Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Central Texas Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Contel of Texas, Inc., Ganado Telephone Co., Inc., GTE Southwest Incorporated, Guadalupe Valley Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Mid-Plains Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc. and Peoples Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 11477, 11482 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	See BEK Communications I, Inc., CTC Communications, Inc.; Dakota Central Telecom I, Inc.; Dickey Rural Communications, Inc.; Dickey Rural Telephone Cooperative, Gilby Telephone Company, Griggs County Telephone Company, Inter�Community Telephone Company II, Inc., Moore & Liberty Telephone Company, North Dakota Telephone Company, Northwest Communications Cooperative, Red River Telecom, Inc., RTC II, Inc., Turtle Mountain Communications, Inc., U S West Communications, Inc., United Telephone Mutual Aid Cooperative, West River Communications, Inc. and York Telephone Company , Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 10855, 10865 (1996).


� 	See Accent Communications, Inc., Armour Independent Telephone Company, Bridgewater�Canistota Independent Telephone Company, Dakota Cooperative Telecommunications, Inc., Dakota Telecommunications Systems, Inc., Fort Randall Telephone Company, Golden West Telephone Properties, Inc., G.W.S., Inc., Hanson Communications, Inc., Hanson Communications, Inc. d/b/a McCook Telecom, Hanson County Telephone, Inc., Heartland Communications, Inc., Interstate Telecommunications Cooperative, Inc., Intrastate Telephone Company, Inc., James Valley Cooperative Telephone Company, Kennebec Telephone Company, Inc., McCook Cooperative Telephone Company, Midstate Telephone Company, Mobridge Telecommunications Company; RC Communications, Inc.; Roberts County Telephone Cooperative Association; Sanborn Telephone Cooperative, Sancom, Inc., Splitrock Properties, Inc., Splitrock Telecom Cooperative, Inc., State Line Telecommunications, Inc., Stockholm�Strandburg Telephone Co., Sully Buttes Telephone Cooperative, Inc., U S West Communications, Inc., Valley Cable & Satellite Communications, Inc., Valley Telecommunications Cooperative Association, Inc., Venture Communications, Inc., West River Cooperative Telephone Company, West River Telecommunications Cooperative and Western Telephone Company, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 11513, 11528 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	See Champlain Valley Telecom, Inc., Northland Telephone Company of Vermont, and Vermont Telephone Company, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 7111, 7119 (1996).


� 	See Bluestem Telephone Company, MJD Communications, Inc., and United Telephone


Company of Eastern Kansas, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 7130 (1996).  Sunflower and Bluestem merged into one study area.  Sunflower Telephone is referenced in this waiver order.


� 	See Skyline Telecom., South Central Telephone Association, Inc., and U S WEST Communications, Inc.,  Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 7097, 7101 (1996).


� 	Id.


� 	See Leaco Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Roosevelt County Rural Telephone Cooperative, Inc., Tularosa Basin Telephone Company, Inc., and U S WEST Communications, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 8066, 8072 (1996)..


� 	See J.B.N. Telephone Company, Inc. and United Telephone Company of Eastern Kansas, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 8619, 8623 (1996).


� 	See Farmers Mutual Telephone Company, Project Mutual Telephone Cooperative Association, Inc., and U S WEST Communications, Inc.,  Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 9380, (1996).


� 	See Golden Belt Telephone Association, Inc., S&T Communications of Dighton, Inc., S&T Telephone Cooperative Association, Inc., United Telephone Company of Southcentral Kansas, and United Telephone Company of Kansas, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 10165, 10170 (1996).


� 	See Golden Belt Telephone Association, Inc., S&T Communications of Dighton, Inc., S&T Telephone Cooperative Association, Inc., United Telephone Company of Southcentral Kansas, and United Telephone Company of Kansas, Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 14409, 13, n. 26 (1996).


� 	See San Carlos Apache Telecommunications Utility, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 14591,  14, n. 28 (1996).


� 	See Accipiter Communications, Inc. and U S WEST Communications, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 11 FCC Rcd 14962, 14967 (1996).


� 	See Arapahoe Telephone Company, Great Plains Communications, Inc., Nebraska Central Telephone Company, Northeast Nebraska Telephone Company, and U S WEST Communications, Inc., AAD 96-59, DA 96-1894, Memorandum Opinion and Order (rel. Nov. 15, 1996).


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	See Pend Oreille Telephone Company, Inc. and GTE Northwest, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 12 FCC Rcd 63,  9,12 and n. 21 (1997).


� 	See Bryant Pond Telephone Company, Lincolnville Telephone Company, Maine Telephone Company, Mid-Maine Telecom, Inc., Northland Telephone Company of Maine, Inc., Oxford West Telephone Company, Sidney Telephone Company, Standish Telephone Company, and Tidewater Telecom, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 12 FCC Rcd 1479,  11, 17 (1997).


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	Id.


� 	See Alpine Communications, L.C., Butler-Bremer Mutual Telephone Company, Clarksville Telephone Company, Dumont Telephone Company, Grand River Mutual Telephone Corporation, Heartland Telecommunications Company of Iowa, Hickory Tech Corporation, South Central Communications, Inc., Universal Communications, Inc., and U S WEST Communications, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 12 FCC Rcd 2367,  12, n. 32 (1997).


� 	Id.


� 	See Columbine Telephone Company, Inc., Silver Star Telephone Company, Inc., and U S WEST Communications, Inc., Memorandum Opinion and Order, 12 FCC Rcd 3622,  14 (1997).





NECA
5
October 1, 1999
NECA
17
October 1, 1999

