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COMES NOW Commission Staff ("Staff'), and respectfully submits the following 

comments in response to the Commission's August 8, 2007, Order Opening Docket and 

Scheduling Initial Comments ("Opening Order") in the above captioned proceeding: 

I. BACKGROUND 

1. On June 28, 2007, Staff provided a memorandum to the Commission requesting 

that a proceeding be opened to determine whether the Commission should require ETCs to 

certify that they have used KUSF support appropriately. The Commission's Order and 

comments in Docket No. 06-GIMT-1289-GIT ("Docket 06-1289") served as the impetus for this 

request. In Docket 1289, the Commission was considering the effect, if any, of the enactment of 

K.S.A. 66-2008(e) on its prior determination of a competitively neutral manner for distributing 

Kansas Universal Service Fund ("KUSF") support to eligible telecommunications carriers 

("ETCs"). Within Docket 1289, it was suggested that in order for carriers to be treated in a 

competitively neutral manner, competitive ETCs should be required to demonstrate that they use 

KUSF support appropriately. The Commission agreed and required Staff to file a memorandum 

to serve as a basis for opening this generic proceeding. 



2. The Commission established its current certification requirements for Federal 

Universal Service Fund ("FUSF") support in Docket No. 05-GIMT-112-GIT ("Docket 05-112"). 

In order to certify that FUSF support has been used appropriately, ETCs must file forms which 

demonstrate how much FUSF and KUSF support they receive and how they have expended 

support for new investment and expenses to operate in supported areas of the state for the 

previous calendar year. The ETCs must also provide a verified statement indicating that each 

ETC will use support appropriately in the coming year. In paragraph 3 of its July 21, 2005, order 

in Docket 05-112, the Commission stated" ... that it is reasonable to require a carrier to certify 

that the amount of KUSF support it receives is justified, similar to what is currently required by 

the Federal Communications Commission (FCC) with respect to federal USF received under 

Section 254(e) [of the 'Federal Telecommunications Act of 1996]." The Commission required 

KUSF information to be supplied on the certification forms; however, the Commission stopped 

short of adopting criteria for evaluating the use of KUSF support or adopting ramifications to be 

imposed when KUSF support is not used properly. At this time, Staff monitors expenditures 

relative to the total amount of support received by an ETC from both the FUSF and KUSF; yet, 

no formal recommendations are made to the Commission regarding the use of KUSF support. 

3.	 The Commission has requested comments on the following issues: 

A.	 The Commission's authority to require certification of the use of KUSF 
support; 

B.	 what investments and expenses should be included in determining the 
certification of KUSF support; 

C.	 what modifications should be made to the current forms used to certify FUSF; 
and 

D.	 the consequences of failing to appropriately utilize KUSF support. 

Staffwill address these issues below. 
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A. Commission Authority to Require Certification of KUSF Support. 

4. Staff asserts that the Commission has statutory authority to require any ETC 

receiving KUSF support to certify the use of such support. In support of this assertion, Staff 

notes that the Commission has broad authority and jurisdiction "... to supervise and control the 

telecommunications public utilities... " doing business in Kansas. K.S.A.66-1,188. 

5. In addition, the Kansas Telecommunications Act, passed by the Kansas 

Legislature in 1996, provides authority for the Commission to require carriers to certify the use 

ofKUSF support and provides guidance with regard to how such support should be used. K.S.A. 

66-2001 contains the public policy of the state of Kansas and states, in part, that it is public 

policy to "protect consumers of telecommunications services from fraudulent business practices 

and practices that are inconsistent with the public interest, convenience, and necessity." K.S.A. 

66-2001 (e). 

6. K.S.A. 66-2002(c) and 66-2008 address the Commission's administration of the 

KUSF. K.S.A. 66-2002(c) requires the Commission to establish the KUSF. Furthermore, the 

Commission is required, under K.S.A. 66-2002(c), to adopt guidelines to "preserve and enhance 

universal service, protect the public safety and welfare, ensure the continued quality of 

telecommunications services and safeguard the rights of consumers." K.S.A. 66-2008 sets out 

the general guidelines for administering the KUSF. Specifically, K.S.A. 66-2008(c) requires the 

Commission to review the KUSF to determine if the cost of providing service justifies 

modification of the KUSF and gives the Commission authority to modify the KUSF accordingly. 

Clearly, certification of the use of support could be one tool used by the Commission to 

determine if the cost of providing service justifies modification of the KUSF. 
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7. The Commission recognized this authority when it required carriers to certify the 

use of KUSF support in paragraph 3 of its July 21, 2005, Order in Docket 05-112 wherein the 

Commission determined it would be reasonable to require certification of KUSF support and 

required KUSF support to be included on the forms used for FUSF certification. 

B. Investments and Expenses That Should Be Included in Determining the 
Certification of KUSF Support. 

8. The Commission adopted procedures for ETCs to certify that they will use FUSF 

support in a manner consistent with the provisions of Section 254 of the Federal 

Telecommunications Act of 1996. Section 254 states that, "... [a] carrier that receives such 

support shall use that support only for the provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities and 

services for which the support is intended...." The Kansas statute does not contain this 

language, however it does provide guidance with regard to the use of KUSF support. The State 

of Kansas public policy, set forth in K.S.A. 66-2001, is to ensure all Kansans have access to "a 

first class telecommunications infrastructure that provides excellent services." K.S.A. 66

2001(a). Additionally, K.S.A. 66-2001(b) states that all Kansas consumers should realize the 

benefits of competition through "increased services and improved telecommunications facilities 

and infrastructure . . .." The State's public policy is also to promote "a full range of 

telecommunications services, including advanced telecommunications services that are that are 

comparable in urban and rural areas throughout the state" and to "advance the development of a 

statewide telecommunications infrastructure ...." K.S.A. 66-2001(c) and (d). Given this 

guidance from the Kansas Telecommunications Act, Staff believes it is reasonable to allow 

carriers to continue to include investments and expenses that the Commission previously 

adopted. 
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9. In its July 21, 2005, Order in Docket 05-112, the Commission determined that 

ETCs would use the same forms to certify FUSF and KUSF support. The Commission also 

found that AT&T wire centers that receive KUSF support would be exempted from providing 

detailed investment and expense data because it was believed that AT&T's expenses should 

easily justify the receipt of KUSF support. (July 21, 2005, Order, Paragraph 4; and August 5, 

2005, Order Amending Paragraph 4 of the July 21, 2005, Order). However, the Commission 

required AT&T and competitive ETCs receiving KUSF support in AT&T wire centers to provide 

a narrative report regarding their investments in AT&T wire centers on Attachment 5. (July 21, 

2005, Order, (Paragraph 12). The Commission rejected the proposal for a separate KUSF 

certification form, finding that administrative costs outweighed any benefits. (ld., Paragraph 5). 

The Commission also determined that it would require proof that an ETC was spending its FUSF 

funding within the areas that receive support. (ld., Paragraph 9). Staff notes that in a September 

7, 2005 Order Denying Reconsideration, the Commission reaffirmed its decision that AT&T and 

competitive ETCs that receive KUSF support in AT&T exchanges provide a narrative report of 

the related investments and expenses in the exchanges that receive universal service support. 

10. If the Commission is going to implement a more rigorous certification of KUSF 

support, Staff suggests that the Commission will need to require all ETCs to provide investment 

and expense data for AT&T wirecenters that is comparable to that currently provided for FUSF 

certification for other ILEC territories. While it may have been reasonable to assume that 

AT&T's investment and expenses would surpass the KUSF support received by the company, 

Staff cannot make such assumptions about the use of support by competitive ETCs. Without this 

information, Staff will not be able to provide the Commission with a reasonable recommendation 

regarding KUSF certification or provide sound data to support that recommendation. At this 

time, there are several competitive ETCs that receive KUSF support in AT&T wire centers. 
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Since the Commission's July 21, 2005 order, Western Wireless, H&B Cable, and Nex-Tech, Inc. 

("Nex-Tech") have received KUSF support in AT&T wire centers. Additionally Nex-Tech 

Wireless, LLC ("NT Wireless") has two applications for supplemental KUSF support in AT&T 

wire centers pending before the Commission. l Sprint PCS,2 Sage,3 Epic Touch,4 and United 

Wireless Communications, Inc.5 are also authorized to receive KUSF support in AT&T wire 

centers but have not yet applied for support. Thus, it is reasonable to require investment and 

expense data for AT&T wire centers in the KUSF certification process to ensure that the funding 

is spent in wire centers that receive KUSF support. 

11. Furthermore, the Commission determined in its July 21, 2005, Order order in 

Docket 05-112 that ETCs need to show that they spent their USF support to provide universal 

service within supported areas. (Paragraph 9). The Commission addressed this specific issue in 

Docket No. 07-GIMT-498-GIT ("Docket 07-498") and issued its Order on August 9, 2007 

("August 2007 Order"), reaffirming that FUSF support may only be used in high cost areas for 

which such support is provided. Staff believes that this requirement is also applicable to the 

certification of KUSF for the same reasons outlined by the Commission in its August 2007 

Order. 

12. To determine if a carrier has appropriately spent its KUSF support, Staffbelieves 

it is reasonable to allow a new ETC to recognize investments made in supported areas during the 

1 Docket Nos. 07-NTWZ-1127-KSF and 08-NTWZ-284-KSF.
 
2 "In the Matter of the Application of Sprint Spectrum LP (d/b/a Sprint PCS) for Designation as an Eligible
 
Telecommunications Carrier For Purposes of Receiving Federal and State Universal Service Support", Docket No.
 
99-SSLC-173-ETC, February 29, 2000, Order No. 7.
 
3 "In the Matter of the Application of Sage Telecom for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier",
 
Docket No. 03-SAGT-867-ETC, October 9,2003, Order Approving Stipulation and Agreement.
 
4 "In the Matter of the Application of Epic Touch Co., for Designation as an Eligible Telecommunications Carrier
 
for Purposes of Kansas Universal Service Fund Support", Docket No. 07-ETCZ-813-ETC, May 2,200,7 Order
 
Granting Epic Touch Co.'s Application for Eligible Telecommunications Carrier Designation.
 
5 "In the Matter of the Application of United Wireless Communications, Inc., for Designation as an Eligible
 
Telecommunications Carrier for Purposes of Kansas Universal Service Fund Support", Docket No. 07-UWCC-975

ETC, August 1,2007, Order Granting United Wireless Communications, Inc. 's Application for Eligible
 
Telecommunications Carrier Designation.
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calendar year proceeding the year in which the carrier received ETC designation. For example, a 

carrier that received ETC certification during 2007 would be allowed to recognize investments 

made in 2006 in areas for which ETC designation was received. Staff suggests this is reasonable 

because a carrier may have made investments to begin offering services within the supported 

areas prior to seeking, or receiving, ETC designation. 

C . Modifications to current Federal USF Certification Forms. 

13. In its July 21, 2005, Order in Docket 05-112, the Commission determined that 

carriers would use the same forms to certify the use of their federal and state USF support. The 

Commission reasoned that the administrative cost of requiring a separate KUSF certification 

form outweighed the benefit of such a form. (Paragraph 5). The purpose of both KUSF and 

FUSF support is to offset the cost of providing service in high-cost, rural, insular areas while 

maintaining affordable rates. When certifYing FUSF and KUSF support, the ETC identifies any 

new investment and certain expenses related to provisioning and maintaining universal service to 

its customers. A portion of the investments and expenses are assigned to the interstate 

jurisdiction and recovered through FUSF support mechanisms. A portion of the investment costs 

and operating expenses are recovered from monthly service rates, other service rates, and the 

KUSF. Thus, becasue the same investment and expenses are used to provide universal service, it 

is logical for the same forms to continue to be used. 

14. Staff suggests, however, that some modifications to the current USF certification 

forms are necessary. First, FUSF support (other than lAS) is not available within AT&T's 

exchanges; thus, a competitive ETC excludes investments and expenses related to AT&T's 

service area from the data reported on the forms. In contrast, some competitive ETCs are 

authorized to receive KUSF support within AT&T wire centers. Thus, the affected ETCs would 
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need to exclude investments and expenses related to AT&T wire centers for FUSF purposes, but 

include them for KUSF purposes. 

15. Staff suggests that Attachments 2a and 3a to the certification forms be modified to 

reflect investment and expense in AT&T wire centers for certification of KUSF support. (An 

example is attached hereto as Attachment A.) Attachment 2a is used by the ILECs; however, 

AT&T does not file cost study information with the FCC for determining FUSF support. As a 

result, the lines referenced in Attachment 2a are meaningless for AT&T. Staff suggests a 

column be added to Attachment 2a for AT&T to use to provide information similar to that 

provided by all other ILECs. The information would be based on the same account numbers and 

descriptions provided on the form. Furthermore, since all other ILECs' information is based on 

the information reported to the FCC, Staff suggests that AT&T should also be required to 

provide a reference to the source of its investment and expenses. Regarding Attachment 3a, 

Staff suggests that a column reflecting total investment and expense, including that in AT&T 

wire centers, be added. The data provided for AT&T wire centers would be used only in the 

certification of KUSF support. Staff could seek additional information from companies, as 

necessary, to support its recommendations to the Commission. In addition, Staff realized that the 

reference to "Interstate Common Line Support", or "ICLS" is inadvertently missing from 

Attachment 2a. Staff also realized that the categories of FUSF support were itemized on 

Attachment 2a, but not 3a. Thus, Staff added the line itemization ofFUSF support to Attachment 

3a. (These changes are also included in Attachment A, attached hereto.) 

16. Staff further suggests that Attachment I of the certification forms be modified to 

specifically reference the certification of KUSF support, consistent with Kansas statute and KCC 

requirements. For administrative purposes, this could be accomplished by listing both FUSF and 
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KUSF support, with the company circling the appropriate USF fund or funds being certified. (A 

sample revised Attachment 1 is attached hereto as Attachment B.) Staff notes that changes to 

reflect any Commission adopted modifications would need to be reflected accordingly within the 

certification forms. 

D. Timing of Certification and Failure to Use KUSF Support Appropriately. 

17. Staffbelieves that it would be most efficient to allow carriers to continue to report 

and certifY the use of FUSF and KUSF support at the same time. Staff suggests that with the 

growing number of ETCs and the increasing amount of documentation to be reviewed, it may be 

necessary for the Commission to open its annual certification proceeding in early August rather 

than late August. 

18. With regard to the consequences of not using KUSF support appropriately, Staff 

suggests that the Commission look to the consequences adopted by the FCC. The FCC has 

determined that FUSF support "... shall only be provided to the extent that the State has filed 

the requisite certification pursuant to this section." 47 C.F.R. 54.313(a) and 54.314(a). When the 

state commission declines to certify a carrier's FUSF support, the company's FUSF support is 

suspended.6 FUSF funds that were not used for the intended purposes have been returned to the 

program.? Furthermore, the FCC, in a Report and Order, released August 29,2007,8 stated: 

6 October 15, 2004 letter from Jeffrey 1. Carlisle, Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, to Ms. Irene Flannery, Vice 
President, High Cost and Low Income Division, USAC, CC Docket No. 96-45, and October 22, 2004 letter from 
Jeffrey 1. Carlisle, Chief, Wireline Competition Bureau, to Ms. Irene Flannery, Vice President, High Cost and Low 
Income Division, USAC, CC Docket No. 96-45, suspending Federal USF support payments, with the exception of 
Lifeline, to Cass County Telephone Company. 
7 Office of the United State's Attorney, Western District of Missouri, Case No. 05-CR-20. 
8 "In the Matter of Comprehensive Review of the Universal Service Fund Management, Administration and 
Oversight, WC Docket No. 05-195; Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, ec Docket No. 96-45; Schools 
and Libraries Universal Service Support Mechanism, ee Docket No. 02-6; Rural Health Care Support Mechanism, 
we Docket No. 02-60; Lifeline and Link-Up, WC Docket No. 03-109, Changes to the Board of Directors for the 
National Exchange Carrier Association, Inc., CC Docket No. 97-21", FCC 07-150, reI. August 29,2007, at. ~ 30. 
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Waste, fraud, and abuse of the USF programs harm all 
program participants by reducing the amount of available 
funds. Consistent with our conclusion regarding the schools 
and libraries program, funds disbursed from the high-cost, 
low-income, and rural health care support mechanisms in 
violation of a Commission rule that implements the statute or 
a substantive program should be recovered. Sanctions, 
including enforcement action, are appropriate in cases of 
waste, fraud, and abuse, but not in cases of clerical or 
ministerial errors. 

19. In addition, if a state determines a carrier has not used its FUSF appropriately, the 

state is authorized to revoke the carrier's ETC designation,9 and the FCC expanded its debarment 

process to include FUSF support programs. to Thus, Staff suggests it may be reasonable for the 

Commission to consider the same consequences with regard to KUSF, especially for competitive 

ETCs and carriers who have elected price cap regulation. However, for rate of return carriers, it 

appears reasonable and required by statute, to require the carrier to undergo an audit to more 

rigorously explore the use of KUSF support prior to suspending support, with the results of such 

an audit known prior to the next year's certification period. 

20. WHEREFORE, Staff requests the Commission consider its comments as set forth 

above, and for such other and further relief as the Commission deems just and proper. 

9 "In the Matter of Federal-State Joint Board on Universal Service, CC Docket No. 96-45; Multi-Association Group
 
(MAG) Plan for Regulation of Interstate Services of Non-Price Cap Incumbent Local Exchange Carriers and
 
Interexchange Carriers, CC Docket No. 00-256, at p. 78.
 
10 Id. at ~ 32.
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Respectfully submitted, 

CJaitIT~~--=.....:.-~-=---_
 
Patrick T. Smith #18275
 
785.271.3173 - phone
 
p.smith@kcc.ks.gov
 
Colleen R. Harrell #16121
 
785.271.3138 - phone
 
c.harrel1@kcc.ks.gov
 
Assistant General Counsel
 
Kansas Corporation Commission
 
1500 S.W. Arrowhead Dr.
 
Topeka, KS 66604
 
785.271.3167 - facsimile
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VERIFICATION 

STATE OF KANSAS ) 
) SS: 

COUNTY OF SHAWNEE ) 

Sandy Reams, of lawful age being first duly sworn upon oath states: 

That she is a Managing Auditor for the Corporation Commission Staff in this matter~ that 
she has read and is familiar with the foregoing Comments of Commission Staff and that the 
statements made therein are true and correct to the best of her information, knowledge and belief. 

~~~\R~~__ 
SandyRe~ 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 20th day of September 2007. 

P,AMELA J. GRIFFETH 
Notary Public rrr ~ Notary Public - State of Kansas 

\, MY_~_rp~£2pires - '1- :J.ot{ 

~.."i; ~ JhCL~~ A. 

;).Ol(My appointrnent expires: ~I~ 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

08-GIMT-154-GIT 

LARRY E SEVIER, CEO/GENERAL MGR 
RURAL TELEPHONE SERVICE COMPANY, INC. 
145 N MAIN 
POBOX 158 
LENORA, KS 67645 
Fax: 785 - 5 67 - 4401 
larrys@ruraltel.com 

STEVE RICHARDS, GENERAL MANAGER 
S&T TELEPHONE COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, INC. 
320 KANSAS AVENUE 
PO BOX 99 
BREWSTER, KS 67732 
Fax: 7 85 - 6 94 - 2 750 

STEPHEN W. DAVIS, GENERAL MANAGER 
SOUTH CENTRAL TELEPHONE ASSN. INC. 
101 S. MAIN 
PO DRAWER B 
MEDICINE LODGE, KS 67104 
Fax: 62 0 - 93 0 -1050 
sdavis@sctelcorn.com 

CYNDI GALLAGHER, DIRECTOR-REGULATORY 
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE CO. 
220 EAST SIXTH STREET, RM. 500 
TOPEKA, KS 66603 
Fax: 785-276-1988 
cg6985@att.com 

MELANIE N MCINTYRE, ATTORNEY 
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE CO. 
ROOM 515 
220 E SIXTH 
TOPEKA, KS 66603 
Fax: 785 - 27 6 -1948 
ms3765@att.com 

SUSAN SHERWOOD 
SPRINT SPECTRUM 
6500 SPRINT PARKWAY 
MS:HL-5ASTX 
OVERLAND PARK, KS 66251 

JANET BATHURST, GENERAL MANAGER 
S&A TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. 
413 MAIN STREET 
PO BOX 68 
ALLEN, KS 66833 
Fax: 620-528-3226 
jbathurst@satelephone.com 

ROBERT W MCCAUSLAND, VICE PRESIDENT 
REGULATORY AFFAIRS 
SAGE TELECOM, INC. 
805 CENTRAL EXPRESSWAY SOUTH 
SUITE 100 
ALLEN, TX 75013-2789 
Fax: 214 - 495 - 4 7 90 
rmccausland@sagetelecom.net 

KENDALL S. MIKESELL, PRESIDENT 
SOUTHERN KANSAS TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. 
112 SOUTH LEE STREET 
PO BOX 800 
CLEARWATER, KS 67026-0800 
Fax: 620-584-2268 

JEFFREY E LEWIS, GENERAL COUNSEL 
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE CO. 
ROOM 515 
220 E SIXTH 
TOPEKA, KS 66603 
Fax: 785-276-1948 
jeffrey.e.lewis@att.com 

BRUCE A NEY, ATTORNEY 
SOUTHWESTERN BELL TELEPHONE CO. 
ROOM 515 
220 E SIXTH 
TOPEKA, KS 66603 
Fax: 785 - 2 7 6 -19 48 
bruce.ney@att.com 

JACK KUHLMANN, DIRECTOR OF OPERATIONS 
SUNFLOWER TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. 
D/B/A FAIRPOINT COMMUNICATIONS 
POBOX 199 
DODGE CITY, KS 67801-0199 
Fax: 620-227-8576 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

08-GIMT-154-GIT 

MARK M. GAILEY, PRESIDENT & GENERAL MANAGER
 
TOTAH COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
 
101 MAIN STREET
 
PO BOX 300
 
OCHELATA, OK 74051-0300
 
Fax: 918 - 53 5 - 27 01
 

MICHAEL J FOSTER, PRESIDENT/GENERAL MANAGER
 
TWIN VALLEY TELEPHONE, INC.
 
D/B/A CABLE COMPANY D.B.A IS TWIN VALLEY
 
COMMUNICATIONS CO.
 
22 SPRUCE
 
MILTONVALE, KS 67466
 
Fax: 785-427 -2216
 
rnike.foster@tvtinc.net
 

DON HOWELL, PRESIDENT .
 
UNITED WIRELESS COMMUNICATIONS, INC.
 
1107 MCARTOR ROAD
 
DODGE CITY, KS 67801
 

STEVEN L SACKRIDER, PRESIDENT/GEN MGR
 
WAMEGO TELECOMMUNICA~IONS COMPANY, INC.
 
1009 LINCOLN
 
PO BOX 25
 
WAMEGO, KS 66547-0025
 
Fax: 7 85 - 4 5 6- 9 903
 
steve.sackrider@warntelco.com
 

BRIAN BOISVERT, GENERAL MANAGER
 
WILSON TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.
 
2504 AVENUE D
 
BOX 190
 
WILSON, KS 67490-0190
 
Fax: 7 85 - 65 8 - 3 344
 

BRENDA DIXON, VP/GENERAL MANAGER
 
ZENDA TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC.
 
208 NORTH MAIN
 
PO BOX 128
 
ZENDA, KS 67159
 
Fax: 620-243-7611
 

DALE JONES, GENERAL MANAGER 
TRI-COUNTY TELEPHONE ASSOCIATION, INC. 
1568 S 1000 ROAD 
PO BOX 299 
COUNCIL GROVE, KS 66846 
Fax: 785 - 3 6 6 - 7 007 
djones@tctelco.net 

CRAIG MOCK, GENERAL MANAGER 
UNITED TELEPHONE ASSN., INC. 
1107 MCARTOR RD 
PO BOX 117 
DODGE CITY, KS 67801 
Fax: 62 0 - 227 - 7 032 

GRANT SPELLMEIER, DIRECTOR, EXTERNAL AFFAIRS 
USCOC OF NEBRASKA/KANSAS LLC 
8410 BRYN MAWR 
CHICAGO, IL 60631 
Fax: 8478643133 

ARCHIE MACIAS, GENERAL MANAGER 
WHEAT STATE TELEPHONE COMPANY, INC. 
PO BOX 320 
106 W FIRST STREET 
UDALL, KS 67146 
Fax: 620-782-3302 
agrnacias@wheatstate.com 

JEFFREY PFAFF, REGULATORY AFFAIRS, LEGAL DEP~ 

WIRELESS CO., LP· 
D/B/A SPRINT PCS 
KSOPHI0414 
6160 SPRINT PARKWAY 4TH FLOOR 
OVERLAND PARK, KS 66251 
jeff.rn.pfaff@sprint.com 

Specialist 



Attachment 1 

THE STATE CORPORATION COMMISSION
 
OF THE STATE OF KANSAS
 

Before Commissioners:	 Thomas E. Wright, Chairman 
Michael C. Moffet 
Joseph F. Harkins 

In the Matter of Federal USF Certification in ) 
Compliance with Section 254(e) of the Federal ) 
Telecommunications Act of 1996, ) 
Certification in Compliance with Kansas Statute) 
And KCC Requirements, and Non-Rural Carrier) 
Certification ofUrban/Rural Rate Comparability.) 

SECTION 254(e) CER10 TION:~>" /,~p 
FEDERAL UNIVERSAL SER)T~<?!f§~pdR~;,}~:I! 

FCC Docket Referenc~:.~C·DicJ.(~t';N~::~~45yrf 

and KANSAS UNIVERSAC~ERWCE'FUND SUPPORT1 

Docket No. 

't·, 

of the 

lamina 

Please t l$!e or ri~¥;~;+'bl 

My1. 

re v' edwill be used, and by this certification, I am binding, 
,_>.cru

jr-rc 

position of authority to difct ho 

(Co " .~g,~erative) to the statements made in this certification. 
"i~J,;L~i:,~,,_iif§j=:}};> 

~~...::s;;~~..,......,.£-

~mLImmi(mtions 

_____________ 

(Company/Cooperative) was named as 

carrier by the Kansas Corporation Commission ("KCC") for FUSF support 

by order dated _ 

3. By this affidavit, I certify that the received by 

_____________ (Company/Cooperative) for the year. will be used only for the 

provision, maintenance, and upgrading of facilities for which the support is intended, as designated by the 

1 See Docket 08-GIMT-154-GIT 

Highlighted Sections Represent Proposed Modifications 



Attachment 1 

Federal Communications Commission, consistent with Section 254(e) of the Telecommunications Act, 

4. The FUSF support for which I am making this certification is provided pursuant to 47 

C.F.R. §§54.309 and/or 54.311 for non-rural areas and/or pursuant to 47 C.F.R. §§54.301, 54.305, 54.307, 

and/or 47 C.F. R. Part 36, subpart F for rural areas, and will be used to provide the supported services 

designated in 47 C.F.R. §54.101. 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

e. 

f. 

local usage; 

dual tone multi frequency 

single party service, or its IUILCP.OlllU p.,,,,",uti!IIIiOftf-· 

911 service; 

i. 

g. 

h. 

53-601.) Executed on date). 

llmltat::i.on control for qualifying low-income customers 

under the laws of the state of Kansas that the foregoing is true 

Signature 

Printed/Typed Name 

Highlighted Sections Represent Proposed Modifications 



ILEC Cost Fonna1 Attachment 2a 

Year: 2007 

Study Area: Company Name 
Rural LEeS: For the Following Lines, use Data From the Previous Year's "-1 tt Filing 

AT&T: For the Following Lines, Report Data based on Account Numbers. 

LINE AMOUNT AMOUNT 
WORKING LOOPS 

1. Total Loop~ (060) 
2. Category 1.3 Loop! (070)

INVESTMENT IVersion 4 
PROPOSED WORKSHEET 

1. Plant Accoun~ 

a. Acct2001 

2. Selected Plant Account 
a. Acct2210 
b. Acct 2220 
c. Acct 2230 
d. Total Central Office EquiI 
e. Circuit Equip Cat 4. I: 
f. Acct 2410 

AMORTIZABLE TANGIBLE ASSETS 
Acct. 2680 Tot Asseu 
Acct. 2680 (2230) COE Tram 
Acct. 2680 (Cat. 4.13) COE Tram 
Acct. 2680 (2410) Total CWI 
Acct. 2680 (2410) CWF-Cat 1 
Acct. 6560 (2680) Dep & Amor 

PART 36 - COST STIJPY DATA 
1. Cost Study Avg C&WF Acct 24H 
2. Cost Study Avg C&WF Cat 1 

3. C&WF CAT 1 Factol 
4. COE CAT 4.13 FactOI 
5. Switching Factor 

For the Following Lines, Use Gross Additions 
for Plant and Annual Amounts for Expenses 
for the Test Year 

INVESTMENT. EXPENSE AND TAXES 
1. Selected Plant Account 

a. Acct2230 
b. Total Central Office Equil 

c. Acct 2410 (Total: 

2. Expenses - Plant Specific EXI 
a. Acct 6110 
b. Acct 6110 (benefits: 
c. Acct 6110 (rents~ 

d. Acct 6120 
e. Acct 6120 (benefits: 
f. Acct 6120 (rents; 
g. Acct 6210 
h. Acct 6210 (benefits: 
i. Acct 6210 (rents~ 

j. Acct 6220 

k. Acct 6220 (benefits) 

1. Acct 6220 (rents~
 

ill. Acct 6230
 
n. Acct 6230 (benefits: 

(160) 

(230) 
(235) 
(240) 
(245) 
(250) 
(255) 

(800) 
(805) 
(810) 
(815) 
(820) 
(830) 

(700) 
(710) 

#DIV/O!
 
#DIV/O!
 

1.000000
 

LINE 

(240) 
(245) 

(255) 

(335) 
(340) 
(345) 
(350) 
(355) 
(360) 
(365) 
(370)
(375) _ 

(380~ Version 4 
(385)lpROPOSED WORKSHEET 
(390) 
(395) 
(400) 

Incumbent ETC Cost Report-V3.xls Page 1 



ILEC Cost Forma1 Attachment 2a 

Year: 2007 

Study Area: Company Name 
Rural LECS: For the Following Lines, use Data From the Previous Year's "- I" Filing 

AT&T: For the Following Lines, Report Data based on Account Numbers. 

o. Acct 6230 (rents~ 

p. (sum oflines 365+380+395 
q. Acct 6410 
r. Acet 6410 (benefits: 
s. Acet 6410 (rents; 
t. Tota16110 - 641C 

LINE 
(405) 
(410) 
(430) 
(435) 
(440) 
(445) 

AMOUNT 

#REF! 

AMOUNT 

3. Expenses - Plant Non Specific Ex) 
a. Aeet 6530 
b. Acct 6530 (benefits: 

(450) 
(455) 

4. Depreciation & Amortization Ex) 
a. Acet 6560(2210: 
b. Acct 6560(2220: 
c. Acet 6560(2230: 
d. Acct 6560(2210-2230: 
e. Acct 6560(2410: 

(510) 
(515) 
(520) 
(525) 
(530) 

5. Corporate Operating Expense: 
a. Acct 6710 
b. Acet 6710 (benefits: 
e. Aect6720 
d. Acet 6720 (benefits: 
e. (sum of lines 535+550: 

(535) 
(540) 
(550) 
(555) 
(565) 

6. Other Expenses and Revenue: 
a. Benefits Portion 
b. Rents POrtiOD 

Sum ofAll Expenses 
7. Taxes 

a. Aeet 7200 

(600) 
(610) 

(650) 

Test for use of FUSF & KUSF 
CAPITAL: 
1. Category I C&WI #DN/O! 

2. Category 4.13 COE and Switehinl #DN/O! 

MAINTENANCE: 
3. CWF - MAlNT. EXP. #DN/O! 

4. COE - MAINT. SW 

5. COE -MAINT-OP SYSTEM 

6. COE - MA.INT. - TRANS. 

#REF! 

#DN/O! 

Version 4 
PROPOSED 

7. CWF - NETWORK SUPPORl 
8. COE - NETWORK SUPPORl 

#DN/O! 
#DN/O! 

9. CWF GENERAL SUPPORl 
10. COE GENERAL SUPPORl 

#DN/O! 
#DN/O! 

20. CWF NETWORK OPERATIOl\ #DN/O! 

Incumbent ETC Cost Report-V3.xts Page 2 



-----------
-----------

-----------

ILEC Cost Fonnal Attachment 2a 

Year: 2007 

Study Area: Company Name 
Rural LEeS: For the Following Lines, use Data From the Previous Year's tl_ 1" Filing 

AT&T: For the Following Lines, Report Data based on Account Numbers. 

21. COE NETWORK OPERATIOl\ 
UNE AMOUNT 

#DIV/O! 
AMOUNT 

22. CWF EXEC. & PLANNING 
23. COE EXEC. & PLANNING 

#DIV/O! 
#DIV/O! 

24. CWF GENERAL ADMIN. 
25. COE GENERAL ADMIN. 

#DIV/O! 
#DIV/O! 

26. CWF OPERATING TAXES 
27. COE OPERATING TAXES 

#DIV/O! 
#DIV/O! 

28. CWF BENEFITS ~ TIL OPER EX! 
29. COE BENEFITS - TTL OPER EX! 

#DIV/O! 
#DIV/O! 

30. CWF RENTS ~ TTL OPER EX! 
31. COE RENTS - TIL OPER EXF 

#DIV/O! 
#DlV/O! 

A. Total Cash Expenditures Assd with US] #DlV/O! 

B Certified Federal USF Receipts: 

BI. High Cost Loop Support 

B2. Safety Net SUPPOri 

Version 4 
PROPOSED 

B3. Local Switching Suppor 

B5. Safety Valve Support for acquired ExclJ 
B6. Total Cert:i.fro Federal USF Receipu 

C, KUSF Receipts 

D. Total FUSF and KUSF Receipu 

Amount ExpenditJres Exceed CertfJed FUSF (negative number means FUSF exceeds Expenditures) 

Amount Expenditlres Exceed Certfied FUSF and/or KUSF (negative number means FUSFIKUSF exceeds Expenditure 

Please provide the following infonation: 

Contact: 

Position:

Phone No.: 

E-Mai1: _ 

Incumbent ETC Cost Report-V3.xls Page 3 



Format Attachment 3a 

Year:~__~ 

Kansas' Test for USF Certification for CETCs
 
Company Name :
 

Each Competitive Eligible Telecommunications Carrier (CETC) is required to complete this form in order to receive certification by the Kansas Corporation Commission ("KCC") that the carrier is eligible to 
receive federal High-Cost loop, Local Switching, Interstate Common Line, Safety net, and Safety Valve support pursuant to 47 C.F.R. 54.313 and/or 47 C.F.R. 54.314. 

Please attach additional pages if necessary. If you have any questions, please call the KCC Staff Telecommunicatioos Division at 785-271-3142. 

........... PleaR provlcle the following Informadon on or before August XX, 2008:............ 

For the Following Lines, use Data From the Previous 
Year's -·1- Filing 

USF 
AMOUNT ALLOCATION CODE AMOUNT FOR 

FOR KANSAS PERCENT (see Notes: USFAREAS 
(Exclude AT&T 

Area) 
A B C D=AxB 

FUSF WORKING LOOPSILINES 
KUSF SUPPORTED LINES 

NEW INVESTMENTS: 
1. SWITCHING 
2.0UTSIDE PLANT (LOCAL LOOPS, CELL SITES)(1) 
SUBTOTAL NEW INVESTMENTS 

EXPENSES: 
3. SWITCH MAINTENANCE 
4. OUTSIDE PLANT MAINTENANCE 
5. NElWORK SUPPORT 
6. ADMINISTRATIVE EXPENSE 
SUBTOTAL EXPENSES 

A. TOTAL CASH EXPENDITURES ASSD WITH USF $ $ $ 

C. KUSF RECEIPTS $ ,. $ $ 

E. DO EXPENDITURES EXCEED FUSF RECEIPTS? 
(negative number means FUSF exceeds Expenditures) 

e
 

Notes: 
1) Exclude the cost of transport between switches (dial-tone and/or tandem). 

Allocation Codes (describe how the costs are allocated): 

Contact: _ Position: _ 

Phone No.: _ E-Mail: _ 

Cost Report for CETCs.xls Page 1 


	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	


