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In the Matter of Certification of Compliance
with  Section 254(e) of the Federal
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and
Certification of Appropriate Use of Kansas
Universal Service Fund Support.

Docket No. 23-GIMT-644-GIT

ORDER DIRECTING SUBMISSION OF CERTIFICATION
LETTERS TO THE FCC AND USAC

This matter comes before the State Corporation Commission of the State of Kansas
(“Commission”) for consideration and decision. Having reviewed its files and records and being
duly advised in the premises, the Commission makes the following findings:

1. 47 C.F.R. § 54.314(a) requires States that desire eligible telecommunications
carriers (ETCs) to receive support pursuant to the federal high-cost subsidy program (also referred
to herein as "Federal Universal Service Fund" or "FUSF" support) to file an annual certification
with the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) and the Universal Service Administrative
Company (USAC). The certification must indicate that all federal high-cost support provided to
such carriers within the State was used in the preceding calendar year and will be used in the
coming calendar year only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services
for which the support is intended. Using support as intended is also a statutory requirement under
47 U.S.C. § 254(e).

2. Under 47 C.F.R. § 54.314(c), the certification may be filed in the form of a letter

from the appropriate regulatory authority for the State and it must identify which carriers in the



State are eligible. 47 C.F.R. § 54.314(d) requires the certification to be filed by October 1 of each
year.!

3. In Docket No. 01-GIMT-595-GIT, in an Order dated August 28, 2001, the
Commission adopted a self-certification form to certify, on an annual basis, that FUSF support
received by a carrier was used in compliance with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e).

4, In Docket No. 05-GIMT-112-GIT, in an Order dated July 21, 2005, the
Commission adopted more comprehensive reporting forms and procedures beginning with
reporting year 2006.

5. In Docket No. 06-GIMT-446-GIT, in an Order dated October 2, 2006, the
Commission adopted annual reporting requirements for ETCs, including information regarding
unfilled service requests, outages, complaints, and quality of service, to ensure ETCs were
fulfilling their ETC obligations. The Commission required most of the additional information to
be filed concurrent with the annual certification process.

6. On March 21, 2023, the Commission issued an Order Opening Docket (Opening
Order) in this docket for purposes of collecting data from certain telecommunications carriers in
Kansas. The data was due on or before July 1, 2023. However, because July 1, 2023 was a
Saturday, filings were accepted as timely on Monday, July 3, 2023. The data is used to determine
whether the Commission will certify to the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) that
Eligible Telecommunications Carriers (ETCs) in Kansas are utilizing Federal Universal Service

Fund (FUSF) funds only for the provision maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services

47 CFR. 54.314(d)(1) requires certification to occur on or before October 1 each year. October 1, 2023, is a
Sunday, therefore, the filings are due the next business day, or Monday, October 2, 2023.
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for which support is intended. The data is also used to determine whether ETCs in Kansas utilized
their Kansas Universal Service Fund (KUSF) monies appropriately.?

7. On September 12, 2023, the Commission Staff (“Staff”’) submitted a Report and
Recommendation (R&R) to the Commission dated September 7, 2023, which is attached hereto as
Attachment A and made a part hereof by reference.

8. Staff states in its R&R that all ETCs filed the forms required by the Commission’s
Opening Order. However, ten individual carriers did not meet the July 3, 2023 deadline. Staff’s
R&R explains the circumstances of the delays for each carrier and ultimately recommends
penalties for nine carriers: AMG Technology Investment Group (AMG) - $100; Boomerang
Wireless, LLC (Boomerang) - $100; MoKan Dial, Inc. (MoKan) - $800; NE Colorado Cellular -
$100; Plains Internet, LLC (Plains Internet) - $300; Sage Telecom Inc. (Sage) - $600; Telrite
Corporation (Telrite) - $100; Wisper ISP - $100; and Yourtel America, Inc (Yourtel) - $600.

9. With respect to certification of appropriate use of federal high-cost support, Staff
recommended the Commission submit letters to the FCC and the Universal Service Administrative
Company (USAC) on or before September 29, 2023, certifying that all federal high-cost support
provided to the carriers listed on Exhibit 1 of the Report and Recommendation, within Kansas,
was used in the preceding calendar year and will be used in the coming calendar year only for the
provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support was
intended. This was based on an analysis of the type of support received and expenditures made by
the ETCs, as well as their self-certifications.’

10.  The Commission finds all of Staff’s findings and recommendations to be

reasonable, and hereby adopts the same.

2 See Notice of F iling of Staff’s Report and Recommendation (Public)(Sept., 12, 2023)(Staff’s R&R)
3 See generally Id at 5-11.



IT IS, THEREFORE, BY THE COMMISSION ORDERED THAT:

A. Letters shall be submitted to the FCC and USAC certifying that the carriers listed
in Exhibit 1 to Staff's Report and Recommendation have certified that their FUSF support was used
in the preceding calendar year and will be used in the coming calendar year only for the provision,
maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which the support is intended.

B. The following companies afe hereby assessed penalties: AMG Technology
Investment Group (AMG) - $100; Boomerang Wireless, LLC (Boomerang) - $100; MoKan Dial,
Inc. (MoKan) - $800; NE Colorado Cellular - $100; Plains Internet, LL.C (Plains Internet) - $300;
Sage Telecom Inc. (Sage) - $600; Telrite Corporation (Telrite) - $100; Wisper ISP - $100; and
Yourtel America, Inc (Yourtel) - $600. Payment shall reference this Docket, 23-GIMT-644-GIT,
and be made payable to the Commission, and mailed to the Commission's Fiscal Office, 1500 SW
Arrowhead Road, Topeka, Kansas 66604-4027, no later than thirty (30) days from the date of this
Order.*

C. Any party may file and serve a petition for reconsideration pursuant to the
requirements and time limits established by K.S.A. 77-529(a)(]).

BY THE COMMISSION 1T IS SO ORDERED.

French, Chairperson; Keen, Commissioner; Kuether, Commissioner

Dated: 09/21/2023

Fgra M- R
e U

Lynn M. Retz
Secretary to the Commission
AAL

 4K.S.A.66118b; K.S.A. 77-503(c); K.S.A. 77-531(b).
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REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION
UTILITIES DIVISION

TO: Susan K. Duffy, Chair
Dwight D. Keen, Commissioner
Andrew J. French, Commissioner

FROM: Hemant Bhagat, Senior Telecommunications Analyst
Bryan Seamans, Chief of Telecommunications & SPP Affairs
Jeff McClanahan, Director of Utilities

DATE: September 6, 2023

SUBJECT: Docket No. 23-GIMT-644-GIT

In the Matter of Certification of Compliance with Section 254(e) of the Federal
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and Certification of Appropriate Use of Kansas
Universal Service Fund Support.

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On March 21, 2023, the Commission opened this Docket to collect information from Kansas
Eligible Telecommunications Carriers (ETCs) to determine whether each ETC used its high-cost
Federal Universal Service Fund (FUSF) support in 2022 and will use that support in 2024
appropriately. For an ETC that is determined to have used its FUSF support appropriately, the
Commission must certify the use of such support to the Federal Communications Commission
(FCC) and the Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC), the FUSF administrator, on
or before October 2, 2023.! The Commission also determines if an ETC appropriately used its
high-cost Kansas Universal Service Fund (KUSF) support appropriately in 2022 and will use its
KUSF support appropriately in 2024.

Staff recommends the Commission submit letters to the FCC and USAC on or before September
29, 2023, to certify that all high-cost FUSF support provided to the Kansas ETCs listed in Exhibit
1 was used in the preceding calendar year (2022) and will be used in the upcoming calendar year
(2024) in accordance with 47 U.S.C. § 254(e). Staff also recommends the Commission levy

147 CF.R. 54.314(d)(1) requires certification to occur on or before October | each year. October 1, 2023, is a Sunday,
therefore, the filings are due the next business day, or Monday, October 2, 2023.



penalties to the following ETCs that submitted their filings after the July 1, 2023,% due date: AMG
Technology Investment Group (AMG) - $100; Boomerang Wireless, LLC (Boomerang) - $100;
MoKan Dial, Inc. (MoKan) - $800; NE Colorado Cellular - $100; Plains Internet, LLC (Plains
Internet) - $300; Sage Telecom Inc. (Sage) - $600; Telrite Corporation (Telrite) - $100; Wisper
ISP - $100; and Yourtel America, Inc. (Yourtel) - $600.

Staff is filing both a confidential and a redacted Report and Recommendation (R&R) and Exhibit
2.3 Exhibit 1 contains only public data, therefore, a confidential version is not being filed.

BACKGROUND

Southwestern Bell Telephone Company d/b/a AT&T Kansas (AT&T Kansas), the United
Telephone Companies of Kansas a/k/a Brightspeed (Brightspeed),* Consolidated Communications
of Kansas (Consolidated - KS), and Consolidated Communications of Missouri (Consolidated -
MO) are price-cap regulated carriers for FUSF purposes.

AT&T Kansas is an electing carrier in Kansas and does not receive KUSF support. Brightspeed
is price-cap regulated in Kansas and its KUSF support is based on a cost model. Consolidated —
KS and Consolidated — MO are Rate-of-Return (ROR) regulated carriers in Kansas. All of the
rural Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers (RLECs and ILECs, respectively) are ROR-regulated
for both FUSF and KUSF purposes.

The 1996 Federal Telecommunications Act, § 254(e), requires that ETCs receiving high-cost
FUSF support shall use the support “only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of
facilities and services for which the support is intended.” In 2001, the FCC began to require state
commissions to file an annual certification affirming that each ETC high-cost FUSF recipient used
and will use its FUSF support consistent with § 254(e).> The annual certification must be filed no
later than October 1 of each year with the FCC and USAC and affirm that all FUSF support
provided to an identified ETC within the State was used in the preceding calendar year and will be
used in the following calendar year only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities
and services for which the support is intended.®

In response to this requirement, the Commission opened Docket No. 01-GIMT-595-GIT to
develop a mechanism to ensure ETCs comply with § 254(e). Through collaboration, parties to the
Docket developed a self-certification form for an ETC to attest that it used and, will use, its FUSF
support in compliance with § 254(e). On August 28, 2001, the Commission adopted the self-
certification form, which is Attachment 1 in the annual certification.”

2 The USF filing due date was July 1, 2023, a Saturday, therefore, filings made on the first business day following
the due date, Monday, July 3, 2023 was an acceptable due date.

3 The majority of the RLECs filed their USF Expenditures and supporting data as confidential, however, several
RLECs agreed to Staff releasing their annual and/or 5-year USF Expenditures as public.

4 The United Telephone Companies of Kansas includes: United Telephone Companies of Kansas, United Telephone
Company of Eastern Kansas, United Telephone of Southcentral Kansas, and Embarq Missouri, Inc. These companies
have filed applications with the Commission to change their legal names to Brightspeed. See Docket Nos. 24-UTDT-
204-CCN, 24-USCT-205-CCN, 24-USET-206-CCN, and 24-UTET-207-CCN

5 Fourteenth Report and Order, Twenty-Second Order on Reconsideration, and Further Notice of Proposed
Rulemaking in CC Docket No. 96-45, and Report and Order in CC Docket No. 00-256, rel. May 23, 2001.

6 See 47 CFR. § 54.314.

7 Order 3 Adopting Certification Form, Docket No. 01-GIMT-595-GIT, Aug. 28, 2001.
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In 2004, the Commission opened Docket No. 05-GIMT-112-GIT to address whether the ETC self-
certification process was sufficient to ensure that ETCs used their FUSF support appropriately. At
that time, the Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service issued a Recommended Decision
suggesting the FCC encourage states to consider a more rigorous review to ensure that FUSF
support is used properly. On July 21, 2005, the Commission issued an Order adopting more
comprehensive reporting forms and procedures, beginning with the 2006 certification reporting
year.?

On October 2, 2006, the Commission adopted additional annual ETC reporting requirements in
Docket No. 06-GIMT-446-GIT,’ including reporting information regarding Quality of Service and
Consumer Protection Standards (e.g. network outages, unfulfilled service requests, number of
complaints, functionality during an emergency, and advertising obligations) to ensure ETCs are
fulfilling these obligations. ETCs report this information in Attachment 5 of the USF Certification
Forms.

In 2007, the Commission opened Docket No. 08-GIMT-154-GIT to address whether ETCs should
certify their use of KUSF support. On January 30, 2009, the Commission issued an Order adopting
Staff’s Report and modifications to the Certification Forms agreed to by the parties to the Docket.
The Commission also required ETCs to certify their KUSF funding, in addition to their FUSF
funding, beginning in 2009.'

Effective January 1, 2012, the FCC began to transition the competitive ETCs’ (CETC) FUSF
support to the Connect America Fund (CAF) over a five-year period, with a CETC’s support to be
reduced 20% per year. The FCC, however, determined the phase-down would stop if its new
Mobility Fund, Phase II, was not operational by June 30, 2014, ensuring CETCs continue to
receive FUSF support until the new mechanism becomes operational.

Effective March 2013, KUSF support for CETCs began to be phased-out and, effective March 1,
2018, all KUSF support was eliminated for CETCs.!!

Beginning in 2013, the FCC required ETCs to file Form 481 to report their Quality of Service and
Consumer Protection information. The FCC also began to require an ETC to file a copy of its
Form 481 with respective state commissions by July 1 of each year. This information is filed with
the Commission in Attachment 5 of the USF Certification Forms.

The annual USF Certification Forms adopted by the Commission reflected the FUSF support
mechanisms in place at the time they were adopted. In 2011, the FCC began to transition FUSF
support from legacy high-cost FUSF Loop Support, which supports the voice network, to newer
FUSF support mechanisms that support both voice and broadband capable networks. Based on
the FCC’s transitioning to new FUSF support mechanisms that also provide support for CETCs,
Staff modified the USF Certification Forms to recognize not only the legacy Loop Support, but

8 Order, Docket No. 05-GIMT-112-GIT, July 21, 2005.

? Order Adopting Requirements for Designation of Eligible Telecommunications Carriers, Docket No. 06-GIMT-446-
GIT, Oct. 2, 2006.

10 Order Adopting Staff Workshop Report and Issue Resolutions and Soliciting Additional Comments, Docket No.
08-GIMT-154-GIT, Jan. 30, 2009.

HK.S.A. 66-2008(c)(4).



also the new FUSF support mechanisms.

In 2015, the FCC offered price cap carriers Connect America Cost Model Phase II (CACM) based
support in lieu of legacy FUSF support and also began awarding Connect America Fund (CAF)
support to price cap carriers and to CETCs. CACM support was available for a six-year term, with
a seventh year offered in certain circumstances.'> AT&T Kansas and Brightspeed accepted CACM
support for Kansas. The Consolidated entities declined CACM support for Kansas.

In 2016, the FCC offered ROR-regulated RLECs an opportunity to voluntarily switch from legacy
high-cost FUSF support to Alternative Connect America Model (A-CAM) support. In 2016, six
RLECs elected to receive A-CAM support, with funding received beginning in 2017. In 2019, the
FCC provided the ROR-regulated carriers that did not initially elect to transition to A-CAM
support the option to transition to A-CAM II support. Five RLECs elected to receive A-CAM 11
support, with funding received beginning in 2019.

Also in 2016, the FCC began to implement the Connect America Fund, Phase II Auction (CAF II)
to provide FUSF support to any ETC awarded the winning bid for eligible census blocks within a
price cap ILEC’s service area to deploy voice and broadband services.'® Five Kansas CETCs
accepted and receive CAF II support.

In 2017, the FCC streamlined the annual USF Certification process by eliminating the requirement
for a high-cost ETC file information regarding Quality of Service Standards and Consumer
Protection Rules and eliminated the requirement for ETCs to file a copy of their Form 481 with
the state commissions.'* In response, the Commission determined that, beginning with USF
Certification due July 1, 2018, ETCs are no longer required to file Form 481 with the
Commission."

In 2020, the FCC continued its goal to expand broadband in price cap areas lacking voice and
broadband services and began awarding Rural Development Opportunity Fund, Phase [ (RDOF I)
support to price cap carriers and CETCs that were awarded the winning bid for eligible census
blocks within price cap study areas.'® Ten Kansas Competitive ETCs receive RDOF 1 support.

In 2020, the FCC created the 5G Fund for Rural America (5G Fund) to replace the Mobility Fund
Phase I1.!7 The FCC directed that $9 billion for a 10 year period from the FUSF to be used for the
new 5G Fund to expand fifth generation wireless broadband connectivity. CETCs receiving legacy
high-cost support for mobile wireless services are required to use an increased percentage of their
legacy support toward the deployment, maintenance, and operation of voice and broadband

12 In the Matter of Connect America Fund, WC Docket 10-90, Report and Order, Rel. Dec. 18, 2014.

13 In the Matter of Connect America Fund, WC Docket 10-90, Report and Order and Further notice of Proposed
Rulemaking, Rel. May 26, 2016.

4 In the Matter of Connect America Fund ETC Annual Reports and Certifications, WC Docket No. 10-90, 14-58,
Report and Order, Rel. July 7, 2017.

15 Amended Order Opening Docket, Docket No. 18-GIMT-394-GIT, Apr. 17, 2018.

16 Some high-cost ETCs designated as such for RDOF I support; have not been authorized to receive such support
and, therefore are not required to be certified this year as funding has not been disbursed. Public Notice, p. 3, AU
Docket No. 20-34, Rel. July 21, 2021.

17 In the Matter of Establishing a 5G Fund for Rural America, Report and Order, GN Docket No. 20-32, Rel. Oct. 20,
2020.



networks that support 5G and meet baseline performance for minimum data speed, maximum
latency, and minimum monthly data allowance (equal to average U.S. subscriber data usage). The
FCC reinstated the remaining two-year phase-down of legacy frozen high-cost support for non-
wireless CETCs.

On March 31, 2022, the Commission opened this Docket and directed all ETCs to file their annual
ETC Certifications in the Docket on or before July 1, 2023, to allow the Commission to determine
whether it should certify that the ETC used all high-cost FUSF support in 2022 and will use all
FUSEF support in 2024 in compliance with Section 254(e).

ANALYSIS
1. Certification

Lifeline-only ETCs do not receive high-cost USF support and are only required to submit
Attachment 5 to certify the ETC is in compliance with its Quality of Service and Consumer
Protection Standards. A Lifeline-only ETC must also certify that its Lifeline service plan is
comparable to that of the ILEC.

The Commission is required, pursuant to 47 C.F.R. § 54.314(a), to certify all FUSF high-cost
support provided to ETCs was used in the preceding calendar year and will be used in the coming
calendar year only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for
which the support is intended. Therefore, all ETCs receiving high-cost FUSF support must certify
the use of all of their FUSF support for USF Certification purposes.'®

Effective December 2021, AT&T Kansas and Brightspeed completed their CACM obligations and
ceased receiving CACM support. Thus, neither AT&T Kansas nor Brightspeed receive FUSF
high-cost support and no longer need to certify FUSF support receipts. December 2021 was also
the completion of the two-year phase-out of frozen high-cost legacy support for CETCs. H&B
Cable Service, Inc. (H&B), S&T Communications, LLC (S&T), and Waildflower
Telecommunications, LLC no longer receive such support and no longer need to certify these
FUSF receipts.

All ETCs filed their required USF Certification Forms, albeit ten ETCs filed after the due date.
Staff followed-up with several carriers regarding missing filings and/or missing or incorrect
information, as addressed later in this R&R.

Staff reviewed each ETC’s Attachment 1 Certification Form to ensure that the Form identified the
FUSF support being certified and that the ETC certified its use of its USF support received in 2022
and that it would use support received in 2024 as intended. Staff also verified that each ETC
receiving KUSF support certified its use of the support. Several ETCs did not identify the type of
FUSF support received, therefore, Staff requested the ETC to submit a revised Attachment 1 to
identify the FUSF support received and subject to certification.

'% Order Opening Docket; Requiring Compliance Filings, Docket No. 23-GIMT-644-GIT, March 21, 2023.
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II. Validation of Prior Calendar Year’s USF Support Certification

The USF Certification Forms require an ETC to provide the amount of FUSF and/or KUSF support
spent on new investments and the expenses associated with providing universal service (USF
expenditures) during the prior year. To determine if an ETC appropriately spent its FUSF support,
Staff compared an ETC’s USF expenditures to its FUSF receipts. Staff then compared the ETC’s
USF expenditures to the ETC’s combined FUSF and KUSF support for the preceding year (2022).
These comparisons serve as an initial test to determine whether FUSF and KUSF funds were
expended appropriately.

Staff recognizes that USF investments and expenditures for telecommunications infrastructure
varies from year to year and that an ETC may have made significant USF expenditures in prior
years. Forthe RLECs, if the initial USF test indicates an RLEC may not have used its USF support
appropriately, Staff analyzes the RLEC’s most recent five-year period (2018 - 2022) investments,
expenses, and combined FUSF and KUSF support to determine whether the RLEC appropriately
used its combined FUSF and KUSF support over the five-year period.

Staff’s analyses for A-CAM recipients recognizes all of an RLEC’s A-CAM support. In
comparison, A-CAM recipients previously reported an allocated percentage of their A-CAM
support for USF Certification purposes prior to 2020. Staff, therefore, conducted a second five-
year analysis, shown in Exhibit 2 as “Company Reported”, to recognize the allocated A-CAM
support. This analysis reveals the impact the allocation of A-CAM support has to an RLEC’s USF
Certification.

When the five-year analysis indicates an RLEC may not have appropriately expended its combined
FUSF and KUSF receipts, Staff inputs the pertinent data from the RLEC’s Annual Report for the
2022 calendar year (2022 Annual Report) into the schedules Staff utilizes in a KUSF audit. To
gain a better understanding of what the audit results may be, Staff incorporates adjustments to
reflect the RLEC’s current March 2023 — February 2024 Fiscal Year 27 (FY 27) KUSF support
and, for an RLEC receiving legacy FUSF support, Staff reflects the amount the RLEC is estimated
to receive in 2023.!° This analysis is not as detailed or in-depth as the review that occurs in a
KUSF audit, however, it provides Staff with a general idea of what the results of an audit might
be.

If the audit schedule analysis indicates an audit may be appropriate, Staff contacts the RLEC to
discuss whether it anticipates any changes in its expenditures or operations that would affect the
result of a KUSF audit. If, after having discussions with the carrier, Staff still believes an audit is
appropriate, Staff recommends the Commission consider an audit of the RLEC. This approach
allows an RLEC an opportunity to present company-specific information to the Commission. Staff
is not recommending any RLEC be subject to an audit this year.

Staff’s audit analysis for several RLECs that receive A-CAM support indicates an audit may be
appropriate, however, Staff is not recommending any A-CAM recipient be subject to an audit since
the issue a methodology to determine the amount of A-CAM support to recognize in the
determination of an RLEC’s KUSF support is pending before the Commission in Docket No.

1Y USAC High Cost Funding Disbursement Search Tool, https://opendata.usac.org/High-Cost/High-Cost-Funding-
Disbursement-Search/cegz-dzzi, last viewed Aug. 28, 2023.
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23-GIMT-392-GIT (Docket 23-392).
A. Federal USF Certification
1. Competitive ETCs

Staff’s analysis of the CETCs’ data revealed that LR Communications, Inc. (LR); Plains Internet,
LLC (Plains); Resound Networks, LLC (Resound); Twin Valley Communications, Inc (TVCI);
and Wisper ISP, LLC (Wisper) received more FUSF support in 2022 than they spent. LR, Plains,
Resound, and TVCI are RDOF 1 recipients and Wisper receives CAF Phase Il (CAF II) support.
Although these CETCs failed their annual FUSF Certification test, each must meet the FCC’s
deployment obligations for the FUSF support program for which it receives FUSF support. Each
CETC filed an attestation that it used and will use all FUSF support for which the support is
intended. Additionally, each must file certifications with the FCC and USAC. Staff will continue
to monitor each CETC’s annual USF Certification and recommends the Commission certify all
CETCs for FUSF purposes.

2. ILECETCs
The following RLECs’ FUSF support exceeded their total cash USF expenditures:

H&B Communications, Inc. (H&B)

Moundridge Telephone Company, Inc. (Moundridge)
Rural Telephone Service Company, Inc. (Rural)
S&A Telephone Co, LLC (S&A)

Tri-County Telephone Association, Inc. (Tri-County)
Twin Valley Telephone, Inc. (Twin Valley)

B. KUSF Certification

The KUSF analysis is only applicable to the ROR-regulated RLECs since their annual KUSF
support is based on company-specific costs. The KUSF support analysis compares an RLEC’s
combined FUSF and KUSF support receipts to its annual USF expenditures. The following
RLEC’s did not pass this analysis:

Blue Valley Tele-Communications, Inc. (Blue Valley)
CrawKan Telephone Cooperative, Inc. (CrawKan)
H&B

KanOkla Telephone Association, Inc. (KanOkla)

Rural

Moundridge

S&A

S&T Telephone Cooperative Association, Inc. (S&T)
Tri-County

Tri-County - Council Grove study area (Council Grove)
Twin Valley

Wamego Telecommunications Company, Inc. (Wamego)
Zenda Telephone Company, Inc. (Zenda)
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These RLECs did not pass the USF Certification tests, thus, Staff performed the five-year analysis,
shown in Exhibit 2, and when an RLEC failed the five-year analysis, Staff performed its audit
schedule analysis. The results of Staff’s analyses are as follows.

Blue Valley:

Blue Valley’s 2022 combined Federal and Kansas USF support exceeded its 2022 expenditures by
$*J Bl . 1n contrast, Blue Valley’s USF receipts for 2018 - 2022 were $2.45 million less
than its USF expenditures and 2022 was the only year in which the Company’s USF receipts
exceeded USF expenditures. Staff is satisfied that Blue Valley expended its USF support
appropriately.

CrawKan:

CrawKan’s 2022 combined Federal and Kansas USF support exceeded its 2022 expenditures by
$433,440, while CrawKan’s USF receipts for 2018 - 2022 were $38.5 million less than its USF
expenditures. For the five-year period, this is the first year CrawKan’s USF receipts exceeded its
expenditures. Staff is satisfied that CrawKan expended its USF support appropriately.

H&B:

H&B’s 2022 combined Federal and Kansas USF support exceeded its 2022 USF expenditures by
$963,346. For 2018 - 2022, H&B’s combined USF support exceeded its USF expenditures by
approximately $3.86 million, with the Company’s USF support exceeded expenditures each year.
Staff’s analysis, based on H&B’s allocation of a percentage of its 2019 and 2020 A-CAM support
to the intrastate jurisdiction, revealed that H&B’s combined USF support for 2018 — 2022
exceeded its USF expenditures by $2.86 million.

Staff incorporated H&B’s 2022 Annual Report data into the audit schedules. Staff also input
H&B’s KUSF FY 27 support of $607,447, a reduction of approximately $11,178 from its KUSF
FY 26 (March 2022 - February 2023) support. This analysis indicates an audit of H&B may be
appropriate, however, Staff’s results are dependent upon the percentage of A-CAM support
recognized when determining its KUSF support. Thus, Staff is not recommending an audit and
will continue to monitor the Company’s annual USF Certification and advise the Commission
accordingly.

KanOkla:

For 2022, KanOkla’s combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeded its 2022 USF expenditures by
$*JJJJ . For 2018 - 2022, KanOkla’s combined Federal and Kansas USF support exceeded
its USF expenditures by $5.6 million, with the Company’s USF support exceeding its USF
expenditures each year of the five-year period.

Staff incorporated KanOkla’s 2022 Annual Report data into its audit schedules and adjusted its
results to recognize KanOkla’s KUSF FY 27 support of $605,418 is approximately $14,000 less
than its KUSF FY 26 support. Staff also recognized that KanOkla’s 2023 legacy FUSF support
will be $287,000 less than its 2022 FUSF support. Staff’s results indicate an audit of KanOkla is
not appropriate at this time as the cost of an audit would likely exceed any benefits. Staff will
continue to monitor the Company’s annual USF Certification and advise the Commission if it
believes an audit is appropriate.



Moundridge:

Moundridge’s 2022 Federal USF support exceeded its 2022 USF expenditures by $** " *
Moundridge receives Federal A-CAM USF support, but does not receive KUSF support. For 2018
- 2022, Moundridge’s Federal USF support was $2.45 million less than its USF expenditures.
Staff’s second analysis, based on Moundridge’s allocation of a percentage of its 2018 — 2022 A-
CAM support to the intrastate jurisdiction, revealed that Moundridge’s combined USF support for
2018 - 2022 was less than its USF expenditures. Staff believes Moundridge appropriately spent
its USF support.

Rural:

For 2022, Rural’s combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeded its 2022 expenditures by
$** |l * million. Rural’s 2018 — 2022 combined USF support exceeded its USF expenditures
by $26.90 million and, when considering Rural’s allocation of its A-CAM support to the intrastate
jurisdiction for 2019 and 2020, the analysis showed the Company’s combined USF support for
2018 - 2022 was $10.1 million more than its USF expenditures.

Staff incorporated Rural’s 2022 Annual Report data into its KUSF audit schedules to determine if
an audit of Rural would be appropriate. Staff also recognized that Rural will receive $2,327,757
of KUSF FY 27 support, a reduction of $87,000 compared to its KUSF FY 26 support. While this
analysis indicates an audit of Rural may be beneficial, the Commission has not determined the
allocation of A-CAM at issue in Docket 23-392. Thus, Staff is not recommending an audit at this
time and will continue to monitor Rural’s annual USF Certification and advise the Commission of
its results.

S&A:

For 2022, S&A’s combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeded its 2022 USF expenditures by
$* . For 2018 - 2022, S&A’s combined USF support exceeded its USF expenditures
by $1.77 million, with S&A’s combined Federal and Kansas USF support exceeded its USF
expenditures each year. Using the A-CAM support S&A allocated to the intrastate jurisdiction for
2019 — 2020, the 2018 — 2022 combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeded USF expenditures by
$1.07 million.

Staff incorporated S&A’s 2022 Annual Report data into its audit schedules and recognized that
S&A’s KUSF FY 27 support of $305,476 is $6,436 less than its KUSF FY 26 support. This
analysis indicates that an audit of S&A may be appropriate, however, Staff is not recommending
an audit occur since the determination of a methodology to recognize A-CAM support for KUSF
support purposes is pending before the Commission. Staff will continue to monitor S&A’s annual
USF Certifications and advise the Commission of its results.

S&T:

For 2022, the Company’s combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeded its USF expenditures by
$426,086. For 2018 - 2022, S&T’s combined USF support exceeded its USF expenditures by
$3.55 million, with the Company’s combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeding USF
expenditures every year.



Staff incorporated S&T’s 2022 Annual Report data into its KUSF audit schedules. Staff recognized
the Company will receive $1,041,675 of KUSF FY 27 support, approximately $36,000 less than it
received for KUSF FY 26 and also recognized that S&T’s 2023 legacy FUSF support is estimated
to be $369,000 less than its 2022 legacy FUSF support. This analysis does not support an audit of
S&T as the costs of an audit may outweigh any benefits. Staff will continue to monitor S&T’s
USF Certifications and advise the Commission if the situation changes.

Tri-County’s Council Grove and Tri-County Study Areas:

Tri-County and Council Grove legally merged on January 1, 2008, with Tri-County being the
surviving entity. In 2011, the Commission cancelled Council Grove’s Certificates of
Convenience.?’ At that time, Tri-County stated that it intended to merge the two study areas after
completing certain construction and installation projects to provide fiber-to-the-home to its
customers, however, the study areas have not been combined. As a result, the Tri-County and
Council Grove study areas are operated separately for FUSF reporting purposes, with each study
area receiving legacy FUSF support. Each study area also receives its own KUSF support. For
USF certification purposes, Tri-County submits a separate USF Certification for each study area.

For 2022, the Council Grove study area’s combined USF support exceeded its USF expenditures
by $373,822 and, for 2018 - 2022, the combined USF support exceeded USF expenditures by $2.18
million. For the Tri-County study area, the 2022 combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeded
2022 USF expenditures by $1.46 million and, for 2018 - 2022, the Tri-County study area’s FUSF
and KUSF support exceeded USF expenditures by about $6.45 million. USF receipts exceeded
USF expenditures each year, for both study areas.

Both study areas are legally one entity, therefore, Tri-County files one Annual Report that includes
the operating results of both study areas. Staff incorporated the 2022 Annual Report data into its
audit schedules and recognized changes to each study area’s KUSF and FUSF support. The
Council Grove study area’s KUSF FY 27 support of $880,698 is $9,000 less than its KUSF FY 26
support and Tri-County study area’s KUSF FY 27 support of $1,204,896 is $11,000 less than its
KUSF FY 26 support. The Council Grove and Tri-County study areas’ 2023 FUSF support is also
estimated to decline $156,000 and $270,000, respectively, when compared to the 2022 FUSF
support. This analysis indicates an audit of Tri-County is not appropriate at this time, with costs
likely to exceed any benefits. Staff will continue to monitor Tri-County’s annual ETC
Certification and advise the Commission if the situation changes.

Twin Valley:

For 2022, Twin Valley’s combined Federal and Kansas USF support exceeded its 2022
expenditures by $**[| |l * For 2018 - 20222, Twin Valley’s combined FUSF & KUSF
support exceeded its USF expenditures by $24.69 million, with USF support exceeding
expenditures each year for 2019 - 2022. Staff’s analysis based on Twin Valley’s allocated
percentage of its A-CAM support for 2019 and 2020 revealed the Company’s combined FUSF and
KUSEF support exceeded its USF expenditures by $15.57 million.

20 Order Cancelling Council Grove Telephone Company’s Certificates of Convenience and Order Amending Tri-
County Telephone Association, Inc.’s Certificated Area to Include the Council Grove Exchange, Docket Nos. 1l-
CGTT-370-CCS and 11-TRCT-371-COC, April 28, 2011.
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Staff incorporated Twin Valley’s 2022 Annual Report data into its audit schedules. Staff also
incorporated Twin Valley’s $3,082,656 of KUSF FY 27 support to recognize a $56,649 reduction
from its annual KUSF FY 26 support. This analysis revealed that a KUSF audit of Twin Valley
may be appropriate, however, pending the determination of a methodology to recognize A-CAM
support for KUSF purposes, Staff is not recommending an audit of Twin Valley. Staff will
continue to monitor the Company’s USF Certification and advise the Commission if an audit
should be conducted.

Wamego:

For 2022, Wamego’s combined Federal and Kansas USF support exceeded its USF expenditures
by $286,951. Wamego’s 2018 - 2022 combined USF support exceeded its expenditures by $2.06
million, with its USF support exceeding expenditures each year.

Staff incorporated Wamego’s 2022 Annual Report data into its audit schedules. Staff also
recognized that Wamego’s KUSF FY 27 support of $1,406,654 is $26,525 less than its KUSF FY
26 support. This analysis revealed that a KUSF audit of Wamego may be appropriate, however,
absent a Commission decision regarding the treatment of A-CAM support for KUSF purposes in
Docket 23-392, Staff is not recommending an audit of the Company and will continue to monitor
the Company’s USF Certification and advise the Commission if an audit should be conducted.

Zenda:

For 2022, Zenda’s combined FUSF and KUSF support exceeded its 2022 USF expenditures by
$138,706. Zenda’s combined USF support for 2018 - 2022 exceeded its USF expenditures by
$692,570, with support exceeding each year’s USF expenditures. Staff’s analysis recognized all
of Zenda’s A-CAM support, therefore, the second five-year analysis that recognized the allocated
percentage of A-CAM support reported for 2019 — 2022 shows the Company’s combined Federal
and Kansas USF support exceeded its USF expenditures by $578,643.

Staff entered Zenda’s 2022 Annual Report data into Staff’s KUSF audit schedules. Staff also
entered Zenda’s KUSF FY 27 support of $262,800, which is $4,905 less than the Company’s
KUSF FY 26 support. Staff is not recommending an audit of Zenda since this analysis indicated
the costs of an audit may outweigh any benefits and the Commission has not addressed how A-
CAM support should be recognized for KUSF support purposes,

III.  Additional ETC Reporting Requirements

As stated previously, the Commission adopted additional reporting requirements for ETCs in 2006,
which are reported on Attachment 5 of the USF Certification Forms. All ETCs satisfied the
additional ETC reporting requirements.

1. Late Filings

Exhibit 1 to this R&R provides a list of the ETCs that Staff recommends the Commission certify
and the date the ETC filed its complete submission.?' Ten carriers filed their USF Certifications

21 Assurance Wireless USA, LP; Boomerang Wireless; Global Connection Inc. of America d/b/a Stand Up Wireless;
i-Wireless, LLC; Midcontinent Communications; Q-Link Wireless; Sage Telecom Communications, LLC; Telrite
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after the due date, however, Staff is only recommending penalties for nine of the companies, as
follows:
Table 1
~ ; | Weeks ‘ -
ETC ‘ L Date Filed Late | Recommended Penalty
AMG Technology Investment Group, LLC (AMG) 7/7/2023 1 $100
Boomerang (Lifeline-only) 7/6/2023 1 $100
MoKan 7/12/2023 2 $800
NE Colorado Cellular d/b/a Viaero (NE Colorado) 7/5/2023 1 $100
Plains Internet, LLC (Plains Internet) 7/19/2023 3 $300
Resound Networks, LLC 8/7/2023 6 $0
Sage (Lifeline-only) 7/13/2023 2 $600
Telrite (Lifeline-only) 7/6/2023 l $100
Wisper ISP, LLC (Wisper) 7/6/2023 1 $100
Yourtel America, Inc (Lifeline-only) (Yourtel) 7/14/2023 2 $600
Staff continues to recommend a standard penalty of $200 per week,?? but recommends that some
penalties be modified to suit the specific circumstances for each situation, as further explained
below.

I.  AMG filed its ETC certification on July 7, 2023, after Staff followed-up with the
Company on July 5, 2023. Staff reviewed the Company’s past four annual ETC
certification filings and found that, in the recent five-year period, this is the first time
AMG filed its USF Certification after the due date. Staff recommends a $100 per week
penalty be levied to AMG, for a total penalty of $100.

2.  Boomerang did not file its Lifeline-only ETC Certification Forms by the due date, instead
filing its Certification on July 6, 2023. Staff reviewed Boomerang’s four prior annual
ETC certifications and found that this is the first time in the five-year period Boomerang
filed its USF Certification Forms after the due date. Therefore, Staff recommends the
Commission penalize Boomerang $100 per week, for a total of $100.

3. MoKan filed its ETC certification on July 12, 2023, after Staff followed-up with the

Company. Staff reviewed the Company’s past four annual ETC certification filings and
found that, in the recent five-year period, this is the fourth consecutive year MoKan has
filed its USF Certification after the due date. Staff recommends a $400 per week penalty
(fourth time offender) be levied to MoKan since the Company has repeatedly filed late,
for a total penalty of $800.

d/b/a Life Wireless; Tempo Telecom, LLC; TracFone Witeless, Inc.; and YourTel America, Inc. are not federal high-

cost ETCs

and, therefore, are not listed on Exhibit 1.

22 Notice of Filing Staff’s Report and Recommendations (Confidential and Redacted), Sept. 16, 2019, Docket No. 19-

GIMT-399
Docket No

-GIT; and Notice of Filing Staff’s Report and Recommendations (Confidential and Public), Sept. 10, 2020,
. 20-GIMT-415-GIT.
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NE Colorado did not file ETC Certification Forms by the due date, instead filing its
Certification Forms in the Docket on July 5, 2023. Staff reviewed the Company’s four
annual ETC certifications prior to this one and found that this is the first time NE
Colorado has filed late. Staff recommends a $100 per week penalty, or a total penalty of
$100, to NE Colorado.

Plains Internet did not file its ETC Certification Forms by the due date and, instead, the
Company filed its ETC Certification in the Docket on July 19, 2023, after Staff followed-
up with the Company several times. This is the second time Plains Internet has been late
with its filing, but the first year the Company clearly needed to certify its USF support
receipts. Staff recommends a $100 per week penalty, or a total penalty of $300 to Plains
Internet.

. Resound Networks did not file ETC Certification Forms by the due date and filed
Attachment 1 on July 14 after Staff followed up with the Company. Resound explained
that it did not believe it needed to certify any FUSF support for 2022 since the FCC
authorized the Company to receive FUSF support on December 16, 2022,% and the
Company received the support in January 2023. Research of this information and USAC
databases showed that USAC identified the January 2023 disbursement as support for
December 2022.2 Thus, the Company completed and submitted the remaining USF
Certification Forms on August 7th. Due to this unique situation, Staff is not
recommending any penalty be levied to Resound Networks.

Sage did not file its Lifeline-only ETC Certification Forms by the due date, therefore, on
July 13, 2023, Staff contacted the Company to advise it that it had not yet filed its USF
Certification in the Docket. On July 13, 2023, the Company filed its USF Certification.
Staff reviewed Sage’s four prior annual ETC certifications and found that this is the fourth
time in the five-year period Sage filed its USF Certification Forms after the due date.
Therefore, Staff recommends the Commission penalize Sage $300 per week (fourth-time
repeat offender) per week, for a total of $600.

Telrite did not file its Lifeline-only ETC Certification Forms by the due date, instead filing
its forms on July 6, 2023. Staff reviewed Telrite’s four prior annual ETC certifications
and found that this is the first time in the five-year period Telrite filed its USF Certification
Forms after the due date. Therefore, Staff recommends the Commission penalize Telrite
$100 per week, for a total of $100.

Wisper did not file its ETC Certification Forms by the due date, instead filing its Forms
on July 6, 2023. Staff reviewed Wisper’s four prior annual ETC certifications and found
that this is the first time in the five-year period Wisper filed its ETC Certification Forms
after the due date. Therefore, Staff recommends the Commission penalize Wisper $100
per week, for a total of $100.

23 Public Notice, DA 22-1321, Dec. 16, 2022.

24 Universal Service Administrative Co., High Cost Funding Disbursement Tool, 2022, RDOF support, Kansas,
Resound Networks, https://opendata.usac.org/High-Cost/High-Cost-Funding-Disbursement-Search/cegz-dzzi, last
viewed August 28, 2023.
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10. Yourtel filed its annual Lifeline-only ETC Certification Forms on July 14, 2023, after
Staff contacted the Company that same day to advise the Company that it had not filed its
USF Certification Forms. Staff reviewed YouTel’s four prior annual ETC certifications
and found that this is the third time in the five-year period YourTel filed its USF
Certification Forms after the due date. Therefore, Staff recommends the Commission
penalize Yourtel $300 per week (three-time repeat offender), for a total of $600.

Staff appreciates that the majority of the ETCs filed their information before the ordered due date
and, when requested, filed the requested information in a timely manner.

Incorrect or Incomplete Data

Similar to past years, Staff needed to follow-up with several ETCs that did not identify the specific
FUSF support they receive and need to certify. Staff also needed to follow-up with a couple ETCs
regarding incomplete Attachments or incorrect information. Staff notes, however, that it needed
to follow-up with fewer companies this year.

IV.  A-CAM Support Allocation Issues

The FCC’s newer high-cost support mechanisms — CACM, CACM, CAF II, A-CAM, and RDOF
[ — are based on cost models and not carrier-specific costs. Each of these new support mechanisms
replaces legacy high-cost loop support and supports the local exchange network and voice and
broadband services.

All Federal high-cost USF have certified 100% of their FUSF support for USF Certification
purposes, including all A-CAM recipients since 2020. Staff’s analysis of whether to recommend
an RLEC that receives A-CAM support is affected by the amount of A-CAM support used in the
analysis. Thus, the determination of a methodology to recognize A-CAM support for KUSF
purposes will allow Staff to incorporate the methodology in its analysis during the USF
Certification process.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Staff recommends the Commission submit letters to the FCC and the USAC on or before
September 29, 2023, to certify that all high-cost FUSF support provided to the ETCs identified in
Exhibit 1 was used in the preceding calendar year (2022) and will be used in the coming calendar
year (2024) only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and services for which
the support is intended. Staff also recommends the Commission assess the following penalties for
late filings to: AMG - $100; Boomerang - $100; MoKan - $800; NE Colorado - $100; Plains
Internet - $300; Sage - $600; Telrite - $100; Wisper - $100; and Yourtel - $600.
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D/B/AAT&T KANSAS
208 S AKARD ST
DALLAS, TX 75202
jr1515@att.com

RICHARD B. SALZMAN, EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT
TRACFONE WIRELESS, INC.

D/B/A Safe Link

9700 NW 112TH AVE

MIAMI, FL 33178

rsalzman@tracfone.com

BECKY SCOTT

ELKHART TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.
610 S COSMOS

PO BOX 817

ELKHART, KS 67950
bscott@epictouch.com

MICHAEL A. PIERCE, WIRELESS MANAGER
CELLULAR NETWORK PARTNERSHIP
D/B/A PIONEER CELLULAR

108 E ROBBERTS AVE

PO BOX 539

KINGFISHER, OK 73750
nekretchmar@ptci.com

JORDAN PRUETT, COMPANY
RESOUND NETWORKS, LLC

100 N CUYLER STREET

PAMPA, TX 79065
jordan.pruett@resoundnetworks.com

BEAU REBEL, GENERAL MANAGER
GOLDEN BELT TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION.
103 LINCOLN ST

RUSH CENTER, KS 67575-3000
brebel@gbtlive.com

KATHY RUOFF, CFO

RAINBOW TELECOMMUNICATIONS ASSOCIATION, INC.
608 MAIN ST

PO BOX 147

EVEREST, KS 66424-0147

kathy@rainbowtel.com

MATTHEW SAMS, CHIEF OF STAFF
MERCURY WIRELESS KANSAS, LLC

1100 WALNUT STREET, SUITE 2050
KANSAS CITY, MO 64106
matthew.sams@mercurybroadband.com

CARLA SHEARER, CEO/GENERAL MANAGER
SOUTH CENTRAL TELEPHONE ASSN. INC.
215 S ILIFF

PO BOX B

MEDICINE LODGE, KS 67104
cshearer@sctelcom.com



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

23-GIMT-644-GIT

DAVE SOPER, GENERAL MANAGER TAMMY SOUZA, ACCOUNTING MANAGER

COLUMBUS COMMUNICATIONS SERVICES, LLC MOKAN DIAL, INC.

224 SOUTH KANSAS AVENUE P.O. Box 729

COLUMBUS, KS 66725 LEWISVILLE, AR 71845
dsoper@columbus-telephone.com tsouza@townes.net

NATHAN STOOKE, CEO JOHN TIETJENS, PRESIDENT AND GENERAL MANAGER
WISPER ISP LLC LR COMMUNICATIONS, INC.

9711 FUESSER RD D/B/A MUTUAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS

MASCOUTAH, IL 62258 365 MAIN ST

nstooke@wisperisp.com PO BOX 338

LITTLE RIVER, KS 67457
jtietiens@mtcdme.com

JOHN TIETJENS, PRESIDENT AND GENERAL MANAGER JIMMY TODD, CEO

MUTUAL TELEPHONE COMPANY MOUNDRIDGE TELEPHONE COMPANY
365 MAIN ST 145 N MAIN

PO BOX 338 LENORA, KS 67645

LITTLE RIVER, KS 67457 jtodd@nex-tech.com

jtietiens@mtc4me.com

MARK WADE, VP OF OPERATIONS MARK WADE, VP OF OPERATIONS
HAVILAND TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. J.B.N. TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.
104 N MAIN PO BOX 111

PO BOX 308 HOLTON, KS 66436

HAVILAND, KS 67059 mark@havilandtelco.com

mark@havilandtelco.com

KEVIN WAULIGMAN, COMPLIANCE MANAGER JEFF WICK, PRESIDENT/GENERAL MANAGER
I-WIRELESS, LLC WAMEGO TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMPANY, INC.
ONE LEVEE WAY STE 3116 1009 LINCOLN

NEWPORT, KY 41071-1661 PO BOX 25

kwauligman@iwirelesshome.com WAMEGO, KS 66547-0025

jwick@wtcks.com

JEFF WICK, PRESIDENT/GENERAL MANAGER CRAIG WILBERT, GENERAL MANAGER

WTC COMMUNICATIONS, INC. CRAW-KAN TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE, INC.
1009 LINCOLN 200 N OZARK

PO BOX 25 PO BOX 100

WAMEGO, KS 66547 GIRARD, KS 66743

jwick@wtcks.com crwilbert@ckt.net
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CANDACE WRIGHT, CEO/GM ﬁf:lﬁg"l‘mggﬁgfﬁgo
BLUE VALLEY TELE-COMMUNICATIONS, INC. ,

7519 CANYON DR
1559 PONY EXPRESS HWY AN
HOME, KS 66438 ,

cwright@bluevalleyinc.net

/S/ KCC Docket Room

KCC Docket Room





